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Mabel I, Linson, South Solon, Ohio, in
place of Emma Duff, retired.
OREGON
Dorothy L. Halverson, Lacomb, Oreg., in
place of W. J. Bird, retired.
SOUTH CAROLINA
William 8, Simpson, Jr., Iva, 8. C., in place
of 8. E. Leverette, retired.
Emily K. Bishop, Port Royal, 8. C., in place
of F. W. Scheper, retired.
TENNESSEE {
John B. Overstreet, Celina, Tenn., in place
of A, J. Dale, deceased.
TEXAS
Napoleon B. Ballard, Baytown, Tex., in
place of E. M. Thomas, resigned.
Robert A, Runyon, Brownsville, Tex., in
place of J. A. O'Brien, deceased.
Alfred M. Weir, McAllen, Tex,, in place of
H. 8. Merts, resigned.
UTAH
Edward W. Vendell, Ogden, Utah, in place
of R. B. Porter, retired.
VIRGINIA
David W. Paulette, Farmville, Va., In place
of J. A. Garland, resigned.
WEST VIRGINIA
Anne M. Balley, Kingston, W. Va., in place
of D. W. Proffit, removed.
WISCONSIN

Laura E. Maxfield, Browntown, Wis.,, in
place of E. L. White, deceased.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuespay, May 4, 1948

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.

The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera
Montgomery, D. D., offered the following
prayer:

O Thou in whose presence our souls
take delight, consider and hear our
humble prayer. Thy ways are in the
deep and mighty waters, yet Thy hand
is over us in divine love.

Thou hast not promised us to with-
hold affliction, calm without storm, or
sun without a cloud, but Thou hast
vouchsafed unto us a divine sympathy
and an unfaltering strength whose
heights and depths give triumph on the
battlefields of life. Blessed be Thy holy
name. O let Thy wisdom be our guide,
Thy service our ambition, and Thy peace
our richest possession. In the name of
Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. WOODRUFF asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REcorDp in two instances and include an
article by a former Member of the House,
Mr. Pettengill, and also an article by
Maj. Alexander P. de Seversky.

Mr. STEVENSON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Recorp and include a letter to a con-
stituent.

Mr. ROSS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include a resolution.

Mr. ROBERTSON and Mr. SMITH of
Kansas asked and were given permission
to extend their remarks in the RECORD.
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STEEL EXPORTS

Mrs. ST. GEORGE., Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent to address the
House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentlewoman from New
York?

There was no objection.

Mrs. ST. GEORGE. Mr, Speaker, I
have two pieces of paper here in my hand
that I think tell quite an interesting
story. The first is an advertisement ap-
pearing in the Commercial Journal of
recent date, and it reads as follows:

We offer, as representatives of a leading
European mill, API line pipe, 300-500 tons
monthly, commencing October. EKurt Orban
Co., Inc., 17 Battery Place, New York City.

The other thing I should like to read
is section 112 of Public Law 472:

The Administrator shall provide for the
procurement in the United States of com-
modities under this title in such a way as to
(1) minimize the drain upon the resources
of the United States and the impact of such
procurement upon the domestic economy;
and (2) avoid imperiling the fulfillment of
the vital needs of the people of the United
States.

I believe we ought to have a so-called
watchdog committee. Such a commit-
tee should look for just this sort of thing.
It is obvious that as we are shipping
about 1,000,000 tons of steel to Europe
in the second quarter of 1948, that steel
will arrive in Europe by October, and
these people are commencing to ship it
back to us, fo be paid for in American
jobs and dollars. I hope this watchdog
will be a lean and hungry hound, and not
a sleek and comfortable house pet.

Mr. Speaker, the steel export quota for
the second quarter of 1948 is 846,150 tons,
plus tin sheet and terneplate in the
amount of 125,000 tons, or a total of
971,150 tons. This is a tremendous
amount and is already having a serious
effect on the economy of our country.

Add to that that we are to ship in the
second quarter a little less than 14,000,-
000 barrels of petroleum products, and it

-is very evident that by next winter many

of our people will be suffering from cold
and the high price of fuel, and these
same people will, quite properly, come to
their Representatives in Congress and
call them to account.

Mr. Speaker, do not let us wait, as we
generally do in all our foreign affairs,
until the horse has left the barn before
we close the door. Let us see that the
law is enforced now and at all times.

Many of us were fearful that in voting
for Public Law 472 we might be harming
our own country, but we were assured by
the authors and the protagonists of the
measure that that would not be the case.

We believe that the words of section
112 of the law mean exactly what they
say, and I, for one, shall constantly
watch out for any violation or deviation
from the policy proclaimed in this
section.

HON, PAUL G. HOFFMAN
Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, I ask unanimous consent to address
the House for 1 minute and to revise and
extend my remarks.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Illi-
nois?

There was no objection.

Mr. JOHNSON of Illinois. Mr. Speak-
er, it has just been brought to my at-
tention that the new Chairman of the
ECA, the Honorable Paul G. Hoffman, in
an address before the National Associa-
tion of Securities Commissioners on
November 16, 1945, made the following
statement—I quote:

Frequently businessmen give me a bad case
of the jitters by asserting that if the shack-
les are taken off from free enterprise all will
be well; that nothing more is needed. This
comes close to being nonsense.

I have also been informed that close to
a year later he said about the same thing
before an American Bankers Association
convention in the following words.
Again I quote:

Those that claim that all we have to do is
unshackle free enterprise are guilty of loose,
irresponsible talk.

Mr. Speaker, I hope that the Appro-
priations Committee will question Mr.
Hoffman closely concerning his belief in
free enterprise. No doubt Mr. Hoffman
is a man of many accomplishments, but
these statements would seem to raise the
question as to whether on occasion he
himself is guilty of loose talk. We should
find out definitely whether he believes in
a free or a managed economy. During
the next few years he will have the power
in his hands to shape the destiny of the
future world economy. Those of us who
believe so strongly in free enterprise

“would like to have the assurance that

this man is also a firm believer in a free
economy. Government controls impede
production and should be removed at the
earliest possible moment. They are at
the root of Europe’s economic troubles. I
trust the members of the Appropriations
Committee will be able to assure us that
Mr. Hoffman will work for the removal of
these shackling controls which are
hampering world recovery.

CONSTRUCTION OF MILITARY
INSTALLATIONS

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, reported the following
privileged resolution (H. Res. 574, Rept.
No. 1849), which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed:

Resolved, That immediately upon the
adoption of this resolution it shall be in
order to move that the House resolve ltself
into the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 6342) to authorize the
Secretary of the Army and the Secretary of
the Air Force to proceed with construction
at military installations, and for other pur-
poses. That after general debate, which shall
be confined to the bill and continue not to
exceed 2 hours, to be equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and ranking mi- |
nority member of the Committee on Armed
Services, the bill shall be read for amend-
ment under the 5-minute rule. At the con-
clusion of the consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Committee shall rise and re-
port the bill to the House with such amend-
ments as may have been adopted and the
previous question shall be considered as or-
dered on the bill and amendments thereto to
final passage without intervening motion ex-
cept one motion to recommit.

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO
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DIRECTING EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS
TO FURNISH INFORMATION TO HOUSE
OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois, from the Com-
mittee on Rules, reported the following
privileged resolution (H. Res. 575, Rept.
No. 1850), which was referred to the
House Calendar and ordered to be
printed:

Resolved, That immediately upon the
adoption of this resolution it shall be in
order to move that the House resolve itsell
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the consider-
ation of House Joint Resolution 342, direct-
ing all executive departments and agencles
of the Federal Government to make avail-
able to any and all standing, special, or
select committees of the House of Repre-
gentatives and the Senate, information
which may be deemed necessary to enable
them to properly perform the duties dele-
gated to them by the Congress. That after
general debate, which shall be confined to
the joint resolution and continue not to
exceed 4 hours, to be equally divided and
controlled by the chalrman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on Ex-
penditures in the Executive Departments,
the joint resolution shall be read for amend-
ment under the 5-minute rule. At the
conclusion of the consideration of the joint
resolution for amendment, the Committee
shall rise and report the joint resclution to
the House with such amendments as may
have been adopted and the previous question
shall be considered as ordered on the joint
resolution and amendments thereto to final
passage without intervening motion except
one motion to recommit.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. VURSELL asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
RECORD.

Mr. FOOTE asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
RECORD.

THE FARMER'S PLIGHT

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania?

There was no objection.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, we have
heard a great deal about inconsistencies
in Government. Consistency is just as
much of a jewel today as it ever was.
This morning representatives of the De-
partment of Agriculture came before our
committee and urged that public funds
be made available to get farmers to sow
their land down to grass and get more
cows. Last week the action of the House
of Representatives removed the last bit
of protection that the dairy industry
and the good old cow had in this country.
Now, 4 days later, the Department of
Agriculture comes before the committee

. and asks for public funds to assist and

encourage the development of pasiures
and the purchase of dairy cows in the
South. Ye gods! will we not turn this
thing around when we Republicans take
over next year?

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin asked and
was given permission to extend his re-
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marks in the Recorp and include some
informational material from the Depart-
ment of Agriculture.

FPROPOSED COMMODITY SHIPMENTS OF
ECA

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute and revise and extend my re-
marks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-

sylvania?
There was no objection.
Mr. GAVIN, Mr. Speaker, a recent

dispatch from London indicates that a
number of our British friends are dis-
turbed about the dumping of unwanted
American surpluses.

I have looked over the entire list of
proposed commodity shipments of ECA
and I have not been able to find a single
item which could be considered in over-
supply with domestic prices at the pres-
ent high level. I do not know how any-
one could intelligently say that we have
an oversupply of any of these commodi-
ties. In fact the very opposite is true.
This country today is suffering from
great shortages, particularly in many of
the items which we propose to ship to
the participating European countries
such as agricultural machines, petroleum
products, freight cars, copper, newsprint,
chemicals, meat, and many other things.

Mr. Speaker, I feel it is the duty of
the authorities at ECA and the State
Department, particularly the Voice of
America, to let every European know
that America is not suffering from any
overproduction of these vital products
and that this program represents a real
sacrifice on the part of American work-
ers, as well as consumers. If the Voice
of America can get this fact over, it will
go a long way toward proving its value
to those of us who must vote for its ap-
propriations. So long as Europeans look
upon our sacrifices as selfishness, our
shipments will build hatred and discon-
tent rather than the recovery we all
desire.

LET US EEEP A SOLVENT AMERICA

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend my
remarks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania? -

There was no objection.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, we hear
much about our national defense. Let
me tell the membership that a solvent
Government is our strongest defense.
We also hear much about this country’s
being the richest country on the face of
the earth. Assuming we are the richest
country on the face of the earth, let us
analyze our situation just a little.

The Treasury Department statement
of April 29 shows that we are $252,237,-
000,000 in debt. The President sent us
a budget of $40,000,000,000 this year, and
State and local governments have a
budget of about $15,000,000,000. This
makes the cost of running this country

* $55,000,000,000. That is as much as our

total income in 1930,
Coming before the Congress out of its
committees are many bills that require
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million and hundreds of millions—yes,
billions of dollars. Let me tell you that
if you are to have a solvent Nation you
want to keep your eye on the matter of
spending. It is tremendous. BStudy it.
Some of the bills are as follows:

Public works, millions and millions.

Army and Navy public works: Army,

$207,930,350; Navy, $130,800,000.

Military deficiency, $500,000,000.

Air power, $3,000,000,000.

War training, $1,500,000,000.

Increased salaries, $800,000,000.

Flood control, $450,000,000.

World health, $3,000,000.

Aid to education, $300,000,000.
- And many other bills requiring large
sums of money.

I say to you to remain solvent we must
stop, look, and listen.

Think, think, think, think, before you
spend and spend and spend.

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 15 minutes tomorrow after the legis-
lative business of the day.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Louisiana?

There was no objection.

DR. MITCHELL FRANKLIN

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimotus consent to address the House
for 1 minute to revise and extend my re-
marks.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman frem
Louisiana? z

There was no objection.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. Speaker, what does
it profit us if we shout down com-
munism from our reof tops while we let
our front doors.open to all who would
destroy that for which we stand?

If those who would destroy the policies
of this Government would first confuse
us, they are well on their way to success.

This Congress, on a bipartisan, non-
political basis, adopted the so-called
Marshall or European recovery program,
whichever one you want to call it. This
program was inaugurated to fight the
spread of communism in western Europe.

The American people stood as a solid
phalanx behind this Government in its
fight against communism’s attempt to
take control of Italy in the recent elec-
tions. The President of the United States
stood before this Congress on March 17
and asked for a selective-service law to
bolster our preparedness program. On
yesterday, the House Armed Services
Committee, by an overwhelming vote of
28 to 5 gave to the President of the United
States what he asked for. The Senate
has before it a combination selective-
service and universal military training
program, in answer to the President’s re-
quest.

These are not nebulous programs;
these plans are not wishful thinking; -
they are a definite and positive program,
forthrightly setting out the position of
this Government, and its attitude toward
communism, and our international
policy. There can be no doubt where we
stand. It is written here in bold letters,
and unmistakable language. In the face
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of this position, how can those of us who
subscribe to this program subscribe to
the appointment of individuals like Dr.
Mitchell Franklin, professor of law at
Tulane University in New Orleans, who,
according to recent announcements, has
been granted a leave of absence for the
academic year of 1948-49 to serve as legal
officer to the United Nations.

Who is this Dr. Mitchell Franklin, and
where does he stand as related to the
expressed policy of this Nation and its
relation with communism and the in-
ternational prohlems which now con-
front us?

Surely it is to be assumed that if
Dr. Mitchell Franklin, or anybody else,
is to be appointed to the legal staff of
the United Nations he would subscribe
to the principles for which this country
stands and to its policies.

But does he?

I have outlined already here the posi-
tion of this country and this Congress.
Now let us see where this Dr. Mitchell
Franklin stands.

"On February 6 he stated this in New
Orleans—and I quote:

The adventuresome Marshall plan leads
straight®o war. Henry Wallace's plan, to=
gether with his opposition to universal mili-
tary training and to a multibillion-dollar
war budget, is a plea for peace.

On March 19, after President Tru-
man's address to this Congress, Dr.
Franklin said—and I quote:

First, the message was intended to infiu-
ence the impending Italian elections and to
coerce the Italian people into accepting that
status of an American colony by reducing
their country to a base of military operations
against the Soviet Union. Second, Mr,
Truman's message was intended to justify an
increase in the amount of military expendi-
tures, and thus to prevent an impending
American economic depression caused by the
American monopolists, cartelists, and infla-
tionists. Third, President Truman’s message
also vas inspired by his political desperation
and was an effort to restore himself as a
serious candidate in the Presidential election
of 1948. :

How can anyone reconcile the appoint-
ment of Dr. Franklin to the United Na-
tions in a legal capacity? No maitter
how inferior, subordinate, or small the
job, we cannot forget that the cancer
starts as a small sore on the body or
that the forest-firé conflagration usually
comes from a small lighted match.

Who is responsible for the appointment
of this man, who certainly does not
represent the policies of this administra-
tion, or this Congress, or the people of
this country. How can we hope for unity
and a solid front against those who would
destroy us if we open small holes in the
dyke through such appointments.

When I first heard of this man’s ap-
pointment I asked our United Nations
delegate, the hard-working, sincere War-
ren Austin, to let me know who was re-
sponsible for his appointment, because I
knew that Senator Austin would not
condone such an appointinent if he was
in possession of this man’s record.

Today I received the following letter
from Senator Austin, and I quote:

Dear Friewp HeEserT: As I wrote you on
April 23, I had inquires made concerning Dr.
Mitchell Franklin's appointment to serve as
a legal officer of the United Nations.
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I have just received a report in substance
as follows: It appears that Dr. Franklin has
been offered and accepted a temporary ap-
pointment, effective May 15, for a period of
3 months, as : legal officer with the Division
for the Development and Codification of
International Law in the Legal Department.
Presumably the Director of the Division, Dr.
Yuen-Li Liang, requested the appointment,

The Bureau of Personnel at United Na-
tions had carefully checked Dr. Franklin's
professional qualifications prior to making
the appointment and I am informed that
he had excellent references from the deans
of several top-flight law schools in the
eastern United States.

This appointment appears to have been
accomplished in strict accordance with
existing regulations, as prescribed by the
General Assembly resolutions.

I hope that this gives you the desired
information.

With kind regards, I am

Sincerely yours, ;
WARREN R. AUSTIN.

I wonder who originated the appoint-
ment of this man.

I wonder in whose mind was born the
idea to plant him in the United Nations
circle, where he can spread his com-
munistic venom and anti-American
propaganda to the comfort and solace
of the Kremlin.

If these things are to continue I won-
der where do we go from here.

However, in order to be completely
certain about this man’s activities, I
went beyond his published statements
which I have just given you, and asked
the Committee on Un-American Activi-
ties of this Congress to give me a full
report on this man.

Here it is:

A check of the files, records, and pub=-
lications of the Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities has shown that Mitchell
Franklin, of New Orleans, La., is vice
president of the National Lawyers Guild.
This affiliation is revealed in a National
Lawyers Guild letterhead of June 11,
1947, and in a program of a guild meet-
ing on “Legislative Investigation?” or
“Thought Control Agency?” dated Octo-
ber 20, 1947, page 4. The Special Com-
mittee on Un-American Activities, in its
report of March 29, 1944, cited the Na-
tional Lawyers Guild as a Communist-
front organization. Several prominent
lawyers resigned from the organization;
among them was_the Honorable A. A,
Berle, Jr., Assistant Secretary of State,
who wrote in his letter of resignation,
June 5, 1940, that the leadership is not
prepared “to take any stand which con-
flicts with the Communist Party line.”

Mitchell Franklin was a sponsor and
a committee member of the American
Committee for Democracy and Intellec-
tual Freedom, according to an official
letterhead, September 11, 1940, and a
leaflet, Citizens Rally, advertising the
rally in New York City on April 13, 1940,
sponsored by the organization. The
American Committee for Democracy and
Intellectual Freedom was cited as a
Communist front in two reports of the
Special Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities, June 25, 1942, and March 29,
1944, the latter report describing it as a
front which defended Communist teach-
Ers.

Franklin’s affiliation with the National
Pederation for Constitutional Liberties
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is shown by a letterhead of November 6,
1940, and the program leaflet, Call to a
Conference on Constitutional Liberties
in America, June 7, 1940, page 4, where
his name appears as a sponsor. He also
signed a message to the House of Repre-
sentatives which was sponsored by the
organization, according to an undated
leaflet attached to a letterhead of the
National Federation. Two separate re-
ports of the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities have cited the Na-
tional Federation for Constitutional
Liberties as a Communist front—reports
of June 25, 1942, and March 29, 1944;
and Attorney General Biddle said that
it was “part of what Lenin called the
solar system of organizations, ostensibly
having no connection with the Commu-
nist Party, by which Communists at-
tempt to create sympathizers and sup-
porters of their program’—see CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD, September 24, 1942, page
7687. It has also been named subversive
by Attorney General Clark, who included
it in his list of such organizations which
was released to the public by the Civil
Service Commission on December 4, 1947,

Soviet Russia Today, June 1943, page
21, shows Mitchell Franklin as a signer
of an open letter to the mayor of Stalin-
grad which was sponsored by the Na-
tional Council of American-Soviet
Friendship. This organization was first
cited as one of the principal fronts for
all things Russian in the report of the
Special Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities dated March 29, 1944. Recently
it was classed as a subversive organiza-
tion by Attorney General Clark—see
press release of the United States Civil
CService Commission, December 4, 1947,

The program for a dinner sponsored
by the Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Com-
mittee in New York City on October 27,
1943, lists Mitchell Franklin as a dinner
sponsor; and a letterhead of the organi-
zation, June 19, 1942, shows that he was
a sponsor of a victory fiesta held by the
group. The Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee
Committee has been cited by both the
Special Committee on Un-American Ac-
tivities —report of March 29, 1944; and
by Attorney General Clark—press re-
lease of United States Civil Service Com-
mission, December 4, 1947,

Other organizations with which Frank-
lin was associated and which were cited
as Communist fronts in the March 29,
1944, report of the Special Committee on
Un-American Activities are: American
Council on Soviet Relations, the Ameri-
can Committee to Save Refugees, the
Citizens Committee for Harry Bridges,
and the National Emergency Conference.
An official letterhead of the American
Council on Soviet Relations shows Mit-
chell Franklin as a signer of an open
letter to the President of the United
States urging declaration of war on Fin-
land. The leaflet, For the Rescue of
Refugees, issued by the American Com-
mittee to Save Refugees listed him as a
sponsor. He is revealed as one of the
committee members and sponsors of the
Citizens Committee for Harry Bridges
by its letterhead of September 11, 1941,
The letterhead of the National Emer-
gency Conference, dated May 19, 1939,
lists him as a sponsor. :
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An article by Mitchell Franklin ap-
peared in the Communist-front publi-
cation, Soviet Russia Today, January
1943, page 21. The publication was
cited by the Special Committee on Un-
American Activities in two separate re-
ports, dated June 25, 1942 and March
29, 1944.

The Communist Party’s organ, the
Daily Worker, has contained the name
of Prof. Mitchell Franklin in several re-
cent issues, mentioning him as chair-
man of the Louisiana Wallace for Presi-
dent Committee—see the Worker, Febru-
ary 15, 1948, page 2; Daily Worker, Feb-
riary 25, 1948, page 7; the Worker, Feb-
ruary 29, 1948, page 2; and April 4, 1948,
page 2.

Perhaps many of you never heard.the
name of Mitchell Franklin until I called
it on the floor of this House today.

Nobody ever heard of Corp. Adolf
Schickigruber, in World War I either,
nor the remote newspaper scribbler
named Mussolini, until it was all too late,

~ Not that this man would ever become a

Hitler or a Mussolini, but it is just an
example of how those to whom we pay
the least attention sometimes cause the
most trouble,

It seems to me that it is about time we
gird ourselves for the fight against com-
munism from within, before we attempt
to blot it out from abroad.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, HEBERT. I yield.

Mr. RANKIN. Was Dr. Franklin ap-
pointed by the Supreme Court?

Mr. HEBERT. The gentleman would
have more information on that than I,

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr, CAMP asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and to include
an editorial from the Atlanta Constitu-
tion of May 3.

Mr. EELLEY asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp on the subject
of Polish Constitution Day.

Mr. FERNANDEZ asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include an
excellent editorial appearing in the Santa
Fe New Mexican on February 28.

Mr. BARTLETT asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include an
article.

Mr. SNYDER asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the Recorp and include two
reports.

Mr. DAVIS of Wisconsin asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the Appendix of the Recorp and in-
clude an editorial fromp the Beaver Dam
Daily Citizen.

Mr. RANKIN asked and was given per-
mission fo extend his remarks in the
Reforp and include a newspaper article
written by Walter Thoran.

THE MARSHALL PLAN
Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Bpeaker, I ask

unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorp.
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ar-
kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Speaker, this is
a fateful year for the American people.
They have given much in toil and treas-
ure, plus blood and tears, to achieve
peace. At the close of the shooting pe-
riod of the late war, mankind looked
hopefully toward the dawn to discern if
enduring peace had come at last.

The United Nations, upon which we
have placed our hopes for a just and
lasting peace, is now beset with growing
pains and is as yet only partially effec-
tive. It is a young organization, but,
even so, it is our hope for peace in the
world. We insisted on a veto when we
went into the United Nations organiza-
tion. We wanted it to use to veto war.
Russia wanted the veto also before she
would join. To our chagrin and dis-
may, she has used the veto 23 times so
far to veto the peace.

We, in the United States, have done
everything we know, almost even to ap-
peasement, to let Russia know that we
want peace above everything else in the
world; that we want her to enter the
family of nations in the spirit of co-
opefation and good will, so there will
be no more war. We had hoped that she
would do that. Lately we have come to
the very definite conclusion that she is
determined to impose her ideas of gov-
ernment upon the rest of the world, if
she can. To meet that challenge, good
intentions on our part are not enough.
We have decided that we must imple-
ment our good intentions with proper
action. We have established, therefore,
two major programs, and I may say that
each of these programs is a bipartisan
program supported by both the Republi-
can and Democratic leaders.

One of these is what is known as the
Marshall plan. This plan is based upon
the idea that we will not give relief any
further but that the countries in west-
ern Europe and in China must help
themselves. When they determine to
do that, then we are to step in and help
them to get their farms and their fac-
+4ories and their businesses back on their
feet. This is one of the greatest move-
ments for peace ever undertaken by
mankind. It certainly is the first time
the United States has undertaken so
great a program for peace. If the Mar-
shall plan is carried out to its ultimate
conclusion, the cost to the people of the
United States for a 4-year period will be
in the neighborhood of $17,000,000,000,
This vast sum of money is almost beyond
our imagination. Yet it amounts to
only 8 small fraction of the $300,000,-
000,000 we poured into war.

If our venture in this direction suc-
ceeds in bolstering the hope of the peo-
ples in western Europe and Asia and en-
courages them to keep their freedom,
then we will have established a bulwark
against communism which will stand us
in good stead in the years ahead while
we labor to strengthen the United Na-
tions so that it can keep the peace for
which we strive.
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Already, we see the fruits of this pro-
gram beginning to show. Recently, the
Italian people, encouraged by our pro-
gram, have slapped communism back and
we have every reason to helieve that
western Europe will be saved.

If this can be done, it will help us
through trade to recover the amount of
money which we are now spending
through the Marshall plan to encourage
these nations to help themselves. Not
only will it help our farmers, our mer-
chants, our laboring people, but it will
help our business people move the goods
that are so vital to good business.

Another result for good appears now
to be taking form and that is the or-
ganization of the western European coun-
tries into a bloc of states friendly to our
form of government, who will, if war
should come again, be on our side and
give us a landing spot to fight on foreign
soil rather than forcing us to defend on
our home ground. God forbid that we
ever have another war. The American
people are instinctively for peace. As a
Nation, we are unselfish and are as will-
ing to sacrifice for peace as we always
have been willing to sacrifice tq win a
war.

The other of our programs for peace
is the strengthening of our defenses. The
best insurance against war is our own
strength. We must stay strong.

As for my own part in the difficult days
that lie ahead of us, I want, with Judge
Almond, of Roancke, to quote the follow-
ing from the King’s Message:

And I said to the man who stood at the
gate of the year: “Give me a light that I may
tread safely into the unknown.”

And be replied: “Go out into the darkness
and put thine hand into the hand of God.
That shall be to thee better than light and
safer than a known way.”

PROTECTING THE AMERICAN PEOPLE
FROM THE SUPREME COURT

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
my remarks,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Mis-
sissippi?

There was no objection.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr., Speaker, there
must have been a celebration in Moscow
last night; for the Communists won their
greatest victory in the Supreme Court
of the United States on yesterday, when
that once august body proceeded to de-
stroy the value of property owned by
tens of thousands of loyal Americans in
every State in the Union by their anti-
covenants decision.

Thomas Jefferson, the wisest political
philosopher of all time, once said that
if this Republic is ever destroyed it will
be destroyed by the courfs.

That day seems to have arrived.

That tribunal recently upheld the
atheists in outlawing religious exercises
in our public schools.

I seriously doubt if it would be legal
under that decision to repeat the Lord’s
Prayer or to read a passage from Holy
Writ in any public school in America.
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The members of that tribunal recently
attempted, by judicial fiat, to redraw the
boundary lines of every State that hap-
pens to border on the ocean, the Gulf,
or the Great Lakes. They attempted to
justify their decision by the cry of
“0il"—which was one of the least things
involved.

They now attempt to reverse the laws
of nature by their own edict and destroy
the peaceful relationships existing be-
tween different races in every State by
outlawing the restrictive covenants that
have existed for more than 100 years.

Which all adds up to the fact that
white Christian Americans seem to have
no rights left which the present Supreme
Court feels bound to respect.

Unless the Congress comes to the re-
lief of the American people in these criti-
cal hours and turns back this tide of fa-
naticism, then God save the country.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. RANKIN. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. I just want to say
that the Supreme Court decision of yes-
terday did more to bring about a re-
vival of the Ku Klux Klan in the United
States than anything else that has been
done in the last 40 years.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi has expired.

ECA

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to address the House for
1 minute. ¥

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wis-
consin?

There was no objection.

Mr. KEEFE. Mr. Speaker, from time
to time I propose to give to the House
specific information as to the ECA pro-
gram as it is unfolding in hearings that
have been conducted now for several
weeks before the Deficiency Subcom-
mittee of the House Committee on Ap-
propriations. The Congress, in my opin=
ion, is entitled to the information as the
information becomes available.

Point No. 1: The country has been
aroused, and Members of Congress have
repeatedly referred to the fact that the
ECA program contemplates the gift or
grant to Portugal and Switzerland of
large sums of money.

I may say that is a complete misstate-
ment of fact and that there is no fund
provided for either Switzerland or Por-
tugal in the proposals that will shortly
be brought before the Congress.-

Point No. 2: The price of meat in
America is in some quarters charged to
the fact that the ECA program proposes
to drain off the markets of American
meat that is needed by local consumers.

There is not one pound of meat in-
volved in the ECA program that has been
submitted to the committee except some
horse meat.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen-
tleman from Wisconsin has expired.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr., MUNDT. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my remarks
in the Recorp and include some extrane-

-
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ous material. Iam informed by the Pub-
lic Printer that this will exceed two pages
of the Recorp, and will cost $301.75,
but I ask that it be printed notwith-
standing that fact.

The SPEAKER. Without objection,
notwithstanding the cost, the extension
may be made.

There was no objection.

Mr. McCORMACK asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the REcorp and include an excellent
article appearing in the Washington Star
of last night by Maj. Gen. William J.
Donovan, and also an editorial appearing
in the Boston Herald of May 2. ~

THE UNITED NATIONS

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani-
mous consent to proceed for 1 minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Min-
nesota?

There was no objection.

Mr. JUDD. Mr. Speaker, the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs began hearings
this morning on the whole question of
what to do about the United Nations,
how to strengthen it, if possible, so that
it can become a genuinely effective in-
strument for peace and against aggres-
sion and thus able to do what most of
the people of the world want it to do
and what obviously, in its present form,
it cannot do or is not being permitted
to do.

Tomorrow Secretary Marshall is to
testify in the morning and the United
States Ambassador to the United Na-
tions, Mr. Austin, is to testify in the
afternoon.

The following day there will be op-
portunity for Members of the House and
Senate to testify. The committee will
be happy to hear any Member who cares
to make a statement or to file a state-
ment of his views on whether we ought
to go ahead with the United Nations as
it is, or try to strengthen it, modify it,
correct it, so that it can function to
stay the present rapid deterioration in
international relations.

JESSE L. PURDY

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s
desk the bill (H. R. 3550) for the relief
of Jesse L. Purdy, with Senate amend-
ment thereto, and concur in the Senate
amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment,
as follows:

Line 7, strike out “$55.47"
“$41,12."

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Con-
necticut?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred
in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

MISSISSIPPI CENTRAL RAILROAD CO.

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to take from the Speaker’s
desk the bill (H. R. 3089) for the relief

and insert

of Mississippi Central Railroad Co., with

5257

Senate amendment thereto, and concur
in the Senate amendment.
The Clerk read the title of the bill.
The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ment, as follows:

Page 1, line 8, after “for”, insert “payment
made in settlement and satisfaction of lia-
bility to which said Mississippi Central Rail-
road Co. was subjected by.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Con-
necticut?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was concurred
in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

HEMPSTEAD WAREHOUSE CORP.

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to take from the Speaker’s
desk the bill (H. R. 1498) for the relief
of Hempstead Warehouse Corp., with
Senate amendment thereto, and concur
in the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amend-
ment, as follows:

Strike out all after the enacting clause
and insert “That jurisdiction is hereby con-
ferred upon the Court of Claims to hear, de-
termine, and render judgment upon the
claim of Hempstead Warehouse Corp., a New
York corporation, against the United States
for loss or damage sustalned by it as
owner of land adjacent to Mitchel Field, in
Nassau County, N. Y., growing out of the
extension and enlargenrent of Mitchel Field
and any plans preparatory thereto and any
use of sald land in connection with the con-
struction, use, and operation of said air-
fleld as extended and enlarged, including
but not limited to the temporary possession
and use of the land by the United States
under an order for immediate possession
made by the United States district court
for the eastern district of New York on the
30th day of June 1942, Suit upon such
claim may be instituted at any time within
1 year after the date of enactment of this
act, notwithstanding the lapse of time or
any statute of limitations. Proceedings for
the determination of such claim, and appeals
from, and payment of, any judgment there-
on shall be in the same manner as in the
case of claims over which the Court of Claims
has jurisdiction under section 145 of the
Judicial Code, as amended.”

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Con-
necticut

There was no objection,

The Senate amendment was concurred
in.

A motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

LIZZIE REYNOLDS

Mr. FOOTE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to take from the Speak-
er's desk the bill (H. R. 550) for the re-
lief of Lizzie Reynolds, administratrix
of the estate of Grace Reynolds, de-
ceased, with a Senate amendment there-
to, and concur in the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The Clerk read the Senate amendment,
as follows:

Page 1, line 7, strike out “$6,000” and
insert “‘$5,000."
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The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Con-
necticut?

There was no objection.

The Senate amendment was con-
curred in. .

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

PRIVATE CALENDAR

The SPEAKER. This is Private Cal-
endar day. The Clerk will call the first
individual bill on the Private Calendar.

MOSE ALTMAN

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1801)
for the relief of Mose Altman.

The SPEAEER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. POTTS and Mr. DOLLIVER ob-
jected.

NORTHWEST MISSOURI FAIR
ASSOCIATION

The Clerk called the bhill (H. R. 3983)
for the relief of Northwest Missouri Fair
Association, of Bethany, Harrison Coun-
ty, Mo.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the bill?

Mr. DOLLIVER and Mr. POTTS ob-

jected.
ANNA PECHNIK

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1142) for
the relief of Anna Pechnik.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That, in the adminis-
tration of the immigration and naturaliza-
tion laws, Anna Pechnik, of Los Angeles,
Galif., shall be held and considered to have
been lawfully admitted to the United States
for permanent residence as of the date of
her last actual entry into the United States,
upon payment by her of the visa fee of $10
and the head tax of §8.

Sgc. 2. Notwithstanding any other provi-
sion of law, the attorney general is author-
ized and directed to cancel any outstanding
warrant of arrest, order of deportation, and
bond issued In the case of Anna Pechnik, of
Los Angeles, Calif. 'From and after the date
of enactment of this act, the said Anna Pech-
nik shall not again be subject to deporta-
tion by reason of the same facts upon which
any such warrant and order have issued.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 2, line 6, add a new section to read as
follows:

“Sec. 3. Upon the enactment of this act
the Becretary of State shall instruct the
proper quota-control officer to deduct one
number from the quota for Poland for the
year then current or the next following.”

The committee amendment was agreed
to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table,

SGT. JOHN H. MOTT

The Clerk called the bill (S. 182) for
the relief of Sgt. John H. Mott.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Sgt. John H. Mott,
of Denver, Colo., the sum of §83, in full satis-
faction of this claim against the United
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States for refund of a forfeiture of pay which
was imposed upon him on November 11, 1944,
by the commanding general, Second Air
Force, who subsequently determined that he
had erroneocusly punished the sald John H.
Mott: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act In excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding,
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

DAN C. RODGERS

The Clerk called the bill (S. 576) for
the relief of Dan C. Rodgers.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Dan C, Rodgers,
of Coquille, Oreg.,, the sum of $213.12, in
full satisfaction of his clalm against the
United States for compensation for damage
to his automobile which occurred when a
United States Navy airplane crashed near his
residence in Coquille, Oreg., on October 15,
1944: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding,
Any person violating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding §1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

CARL W. SUNDSTROM

The Clerk called the bill (S. 981) for
the relief of Carl W. Sundstrom.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $92 to Carl W. Sundstrom, on
account of money taken from his person
and destroyed by prisoners on or about the
2d day of May 1946, during a riot at the
United States penitentiary, Alcatraz, Calif.:
Provided, That no part of the amounts ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 percent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or re-
ceived by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with these
claims, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person vioclating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed gullty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

DORIS D. CHRISMAN

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1164) for
the relief of Doris D. Chrisman,
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There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Doris D. Chris-
man, of Daytona Beach, Fla.,, the sum of
$5,000, in full satisfaction of her claim
against the United BStates for compensa-
tion for personal injuries sustained by her,
and for reimbursement of hospital, medi-
cal, and other expenses incurred by her, as
a result of an accident which occurred when
the automobile in which she was riding col-
lided with a United States Army vehicle, on
United States Highway No, 1, 3 miles south
of Oak Hill, Fla, on November 12, 1943:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on ac-
count of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the pro-
vislons of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

LOUIS L. WILLIAMS, JR,

The Clerk called the bill (8. 1630) for
the relief of Louis L. Williams, Jr,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That Louis L, Williams,
Jr., of the Public Health Service, is hereby
relleved of all liability, both as to prineipal
and interest, under the claim of the United
States arising out of the reimbursement to
him of the sum of £560.16 from the appro-
priation “Preventing the Spread of Epidemic
Diseases, Public Health Service, 1040," for
payment made by him in December 1839 for
one Ford coupe automohbile purchased in
EKunming, China, and for various items in-
cident to repair, maintenance, and operation
of the automobile; and the Secretary of the
Treasury is authorized and directed to pay
out of any money in the Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, to Louis L. Williams, Jr.,
an amount equal to the aggregate of any
amounts which may have been paid by Louis
L. Williams, Jr., or which may have been
withheld from amounts otherwise due him,
in partial satisfaction of such claim. In the
settlement of the accounts of Louis L. Wil-
liams, Jr.,, as a disbursing officer of the
United States, full credit ghall be given him
for such sum of §560.16.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and
passed, and a motion to reconsider was
laid on the table.

ENSIGN MERTON H. PETERSON

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1806) for
the relief of Ensign Merton H, Peterson,
United States Naval Reserve.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $197.43, to Ensign Merton H.
Peterson, United States Naval Reserve, Sioux
Falls, 8. Dak., in full settlement of all claims
agalnst the United States for hospital and
medical expenses incurred by him while hos-
pitalized in Bloux Valley Hospital, Sioux
Falls, S. Dak., as a result of having been

-
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stricken with appendicitis on January 1,
1946, while on leave from the United States
naval service: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary notwith-
standing. Any person violating the provi-
slons of this act shall be deemed guilty of a
misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
ghall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000,

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

FRANCIS D. SHOEMAKER

The Clerk called the bill (S. 1875) for
the relief of the estate of Francis D.
Shoemaker.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to E. P. 8. Newman
and Richard J, Taggart, as executors of the
estate of Francls D. Shoemaker, the sum of
$54.49, which sum was awarded to Francis
D. Shoemaker by the Supreme Court of the
District of Columbia on December 24, 1825,
as compensation for land condemned for
streets in the District of Columbia and was
paid into the court but was returned, under
the rules of the court, to the United States
Treasury when it was not claimed, the said
Francis D. Shoemaker having died before col-
lecting the sum: Provided, That no part of
the amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be un-
lawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.

MRS. MYRTLE HOVDE

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 633)
for the relief of Mrs. Myrtle Hovde.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Mrs. Myrtle
Hovde, Westby, Wis., the sum of $420. Such
sum is equal to the compensation which the
said Mrs. Myrtle Hovde would have recelved
for the year 1945 pursuant to the act en-
titled “An act to compensate widows and
children of persons who died while receiving
monetary benefits for disabilities directly
incurred in or aggravated by active military
or naval service in the world war,” approved
June 28, 1934, as amended (U. 8. C., 1940
ed., Supp. V, title 38, sec. 503, and the
following), if her annual income for such
year had not been in excess of $1,000. After
the death on July 3, 1844, of her husband,
Joseph B. Hovde, a World War I veteran and
an employee of the Post Cffice Department,
the said Mrs, Myrtle Hovde made immediate
application to the United States Civil Serv-
ice Commission for the amount of $1,803.30
standing to the credit of the said Joseph B.
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Hovde in the civil-service retirement and
disability fund. Due to the delay of the
Commission, the sald Mrs. Myrtle Hovde did
not receive such amount until January 15,
1945, and the Administrator of Veterans' Af-
fairs denied payment of compensation to
the said Mrs. Myrtle Hovde for the year 1945
on the ground that such amount constituted
annual income for such year in excess of
$1,000. No part of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof
shall be paid or delivered to or received by
any agent or attorney on account of services
rendered in connection with this claim, and
the same shall be unlawful, any contract
to the contrary notwithstanding. Any per-
son violating the provislons of this act shall
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and
upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

UNITED DAUGHTERS OF THE
CONFEDERACY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2634)
for the relief of the Tampa Chapter, No.
113, United Daughters of the Con-
federacy.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out bf any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to the Tampa Chapter
No. 113, United Daughters of the Confederacy,
the sum of £1,100. The payment of such
sum is to assist in repairing Confederate
memorial monument in Tampa, Fla., which
was damaged under date of October 27, 1946,
by an accident caused by certain men of the
United States Navy, and the payment of
such sum shall be in full settlement of all
claims of the said Tampa Chapter No. 113,
United Paughters of the Confederacy, against
the United States on acecount of property
damages to the Confederate memorial monu-
ment in Court House Square, Lafayette and
Franklin Streets, Tampa, Fla.: Provided, That
no part of the amount appropriated in this
act in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be
paid or delivered to or received by any agent
or attorney on account of services rendered
in connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not to
exceed $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out *'$1,100" and insert
"51,000."

The committee amendment was agreed
to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.

EVA C. NETZLEY RIDLEY AND OTHERS

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2688)
for the relief of Eva C. Netzley Ridley,
William G. Stuff, Lois Stuff, and Harry E.
Ridley; and the estates of €lyde C. Netz-
ley and Sarah C. Stuff.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of

the Treasury be, and he is hereby authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the

5259

Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Eva
C. Netzley Ridley, of Naperville, Ill,, the
sum of £1,000; to the administrator of the
estate of Clyde C. Netzley, deceased, late of
Naperville, Ill., the sum of §5,000; to Willlam
G. Stuff, of Mercersburg, Pa., the sum of
$1,000; to Willlam G. Stuff, as adininistrator
of the estate of Sarah C. 5tufl, deceased, late
of Mercersburg, Pa., the sum of $2,000; to
Lois Stuff, nee Greenawalt, of Mercershurg,
Pa., the sum of $#3,500; and to Harry E. Rid-
ley, of Naperville, Ill,, the sum of $168.85; in
all, $12,668.85, in full settlement of all claims
against the United States for personal in-
Juries, death, and property damage sustained
in a collision with a National Park Service
truck, operated in connection with the
Civilian Conservation Corps, on August 24,
1935, at the intersection of Thirty-first Street
with Illinois State Highway No, 54, near Hins-
dale, Du Page County, Ill.: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or dellvered to or recelved by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding, Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
gullty of a misdemeanor and upon convic-
tion thereof shall be fined in any sum not
exceeding $1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

GEORGE HAMPTON

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3984)
for the relief of George Hampton.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that the bill ke passed
over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Iowa?

There was no objection.

EAST COAST SHIP & YACHT CORP,, OF
NOANEK, CONN,

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6184)
for the relief of the East Coast Ship &
Yacht Corp., of Noank, Conn,

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Becretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to the East®Coast
8hip & Yacht Corp., of Noank, Conn., the fol-
lowing sums: (1) $2,100, representing liqui-
dated damages withheld by the Government
under a contract numbered W-51, qm-412,
entered into by said corporation with the
War Department for repairs to the United
States steamer Colonel Barneit; and (2)
$4,518.74, representing payment for additional
repairs which sald corporation was required
to make upon said steamer and which were
not specified by said contract. The payment
of such sums shall be In full satisfaction of
all claims of said corporation against the
United States arising ocut of saild contracts
or in connection with the repairs made on
sald vessel: Provided, That no part of the
amounts appropriated in this act in excess of
10 percent thereof shall be pald or delivered
to or received by any agent or attorney on
account of services rendered in connection
with this claim, and the same shall be unlaw-
ful, any contract to the contrary notwith-
standing.- Any person violating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty of
a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
;1;%130 be fined in any sum not exceeding

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
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time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

EDWARD WOOLF

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5517)
for the relief of Edward Woolf.

There belng no objection, the Clerk
read the bili, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Edward Woolf,
Boston, Mass., the sum of $1,500. The pay=-
ment of such sum shall be in full settle=
ment of all claims of the said Edward Woolf
against the United States arising out of his
being struck, on November 9, 1943, on
Brattle Street in Boston, Mass., by a vehicle
in the service of the Army of the United
States: Provided, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or attorney on account
of services rendered in connection with this
claim, and the same shall be unlawful, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding.
Any person viclating the provisions of this
act shall be deemed gullty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined
in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 9, strike out “1943" and insert
“1942."

The committee amendment was agreed

to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

JOHN E. PARKER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 810)
to confer jurisdiction upon the Court of
Claims to hear, determine, and render
judgment upon a certain claim of John
E. Parker, his heirs, administrators, or
assigns, against the United States.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That jurisdiction is
hereby conferred upon the Court of Claims
to hear, determine, and render judgment
upon the claim of John E. Parker, of Hilton
Village, Va., his heirs, administrators, or as-
signs, against the United States for alleged
damages caused by the alleged wrongful
allowance by the United States Army au-
thorities in charge of Camp Patrick Henry,
Va., of the flow of sewage from sald camp
over and across certain oyster grounds, sit-
uated in the Warwick River, in Warwick
County, Va,, which grounds had been leased
by the sald John E. Parker.

Sec. 2. Proceedings for the determination
of sald claim shall be had in the same man-
ner as in cases of which sald court has
jurisdiction under the provisions of section
145 of the Judicial Code, as amended: Pro-
vided, That suit hereunder shall be instituted
within 4 months after the enactment of this
act: And provided further, That this act
shall be construed only to waive the im-
munity from suit of the Government of the
United States with respect to the claim of
sald John E. Parker, his heirs, administrators,
or assigns, and not otherwise to affect any
substantive rights of the parties.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was Iaid on the table.

ERNEST L. GODFREY

The Clerk called the bill (H, R. 829)
for the relief of Ernest L. Godfrey.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to
Ernest L. Godfrey, one-quarter degree
Klamath Indian, the sum of $2,600. Such
sum shall be in full settlement of all clalms
agalnst the United States arising from injury
to his right arm on October 26, 1926, which
was caught In the mangle of the laundry on
the Hoopa Indian school grounds, California,
during & period when he was a student in the
school and was assigned to duty in the laun=-
dry in part compensation toward his tuition:
Provided, That no part of the amount ap-
propriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, on account of services rendered
in connection with this claim. It shall be
unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney
or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or
receive any sum of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 percent thereof on
account of services rendered in connection
with sald claim, any contract to the contrary
notwithstanding. Any person violating the
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction there-
of shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 9, strike out “October 26" and
insert “November 13."

Page 2, line 1, strike out “and was assigned

to duty in the laundry in part compensation
toward his tuition.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table. .

ROSELLA M. KOSTENBADER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 1642)
for the relief of Miss Rosella M. Kosten~
bader.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Miss Rosella M.
Eostenbader, 235 West Homer Street, Free-
port, Ill.,, the sum of §37.64, in full settle-
ment of all claims against the United States
for reimbursement of the cost of travel from
Freeport, Ill., to Sweetwater, Tex., while un-
der official orders to report for Women's Alr-
force Service Pilot training, which training
was terminated while the claimant was en
route to Sweetwater, Tex., as a result of ad-
ministrative action based on recommenda-
tlons by Members of the House of Repre-
sentatives: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act In excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or deliv-
ered to or received by any agent or attorney
on account of services rendered in connec-
tion with this claim, and the same shall be
unlawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the
provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction there-
of shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
$1,000.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third

time, and passed, and a motion to re-
consider was laid on the table.
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CARL E. LAWSON AND FIREMAN'S FUND
INDEMNITY CO.

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2246)
for the relief of Carl E, Lawson and Fire-
man’s Fund Indemnity Co.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated,
the sum of 85,000, to Carl E. Lawson, of San
Mateo, Calif., and to pay the sum of $1,038.79
to the Fireman's Fund Indemnity Co., of
San Francisco, Calif., in full settlement of
all claims against the United States for per-
sonal injuries and medical and hospital ex-
penses sustained by Carl E. Lawson, and
for reimbursement to the Fireman’s Fund
Indemnity Co., for expenditures as the result
of an accident involving a United States
Army vehicle on a pler on the water front,
San Francisco, Calif., on September 30, 19432.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 1, line 5, strike out “$5,000” and in-
sert “$2,000.”

Page 2, at the end of the bill insert the
following: “: Provided, That the Secretary of
the Treasury shall make such payment only
after the receipt of evidence satisfactory to
him that the judgment in the sum of £5,000
entered by the Superior Court of the State
of California in and for the city and county
of San Francisco, Calif,, in case No. 322,295,
minute book 671, page 403, in favor of Carl
E. Lawson and against Joseph A. Rice, has
been satisfled and discharged of record: And
provided further, That no part of the amount
appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per-
cent thereof shall be pald or delivered to or
received by any agent or atforney on ac-
count of services rendered in connection with
this claim, and the same shall be unlawful,
any contract to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. Any person violating the provisions of
this act shall be deemed guilty of a misde-
meanor and upon convietion thereof shall
be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to,

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table,

DORIS MARIE RICHARD

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 2898)
for the relief of Doris Marie Richard.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows.

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to Doris Marie Rich-
ard, of Dorchester, Mass., the sum of $1,156.50,
in full satisfaction of her claim against the
United States for compensation for personal
injuries, property damage, and loss of earn-
ings sustained by her and for reimbursement
of hospital, medical, and other expenses in-
curred by her as a result of an accident which
occurred when the autmobile in which she
was riding was struck by a United States
Army vehicle at the intersection of Beach
Street and Billings Road, in Quincy, Mass.,
on June 10, 1942: Provided, That no part
of the amount appropriated in this act in
excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of & misdemeanor and upon conviction
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thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.

With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 6, strike out “$1,156.50" and
insert "$904.”

The committee amendment was agreed

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

MAMIE L, HURLEY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R, 2325)
for the relief of Mamie L. Hurley.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., that notwithstanding
the provisions and limitations of sections 15
to 20, both inclusive, of the act entltled “An
act to provide compensation for employees
of the United States suffering injuries while
in the performance of their duties, and for
other purposes,” approved September 7,
1916, as amended (U. S.C. 1940 ed., title
b, secs. T65-770), the Bureau of Employees
Compensation is hereby authorized and di-
rected to receive and consider, when filed,
the claim of Mamie L. Hurley for compen-
sation under such act, within 6 months from
the date of enactment of this act, on ac-
count of the death of her husband, Edwin L.
Hurley, deceased, whose death on March 21,
1945, is alleged to have been the result of in-
juries, with consequent disability, received
in August 1940, in the performance of his
duty as a machinist in the Veterans' Admin=-
istration at Kecoughtan, Va.; and the Bu-
reau, after such consideration of such claim,
shall determine and make findings of fact
thereon and make an award for or against
payment of compensation provided for in
such act.of September 7, 1916, as amended:
Provided, Tkat no benefits shall acerue prior
to the enactment of this act. A

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

LESTER L. ELDER

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 3500)
for the relief of Lester L. Elder.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Becretary of
the Treasury is authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in thes Treasury, not
otherwise appropriated, to Lester L. Elder,
Rocky Comfort, Mo., the sum of $5,000. The
payment of such sum shall be in full settle-
ment of all claims against the United States
arising out of the accident which occcurred
approximately 16 miles east of Wells, Nev.,
on United States Highway No. 40 on Janu-
ary 21, 1946, when the automobile in which
the sald Lester L. Elder and certain mem-
bers of his family were traveling was struck
by an Army vehicle being operated by an
Army officer acting outside the scope of his
employment: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 percent thereof shall be paid or deliv-
ered to or received by any agent or attorney
on account of services rendered in connec-
tion with this claim, and the same shall be
unlawful, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person viclating the pro-
visions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon convicetion
thereof shall ke fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.
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With the following committee amend-
ment:

Page 1, line 5, after the word “Appro-
priated”, strike out the bill down to the colon
on page 2, line 3, and insert in lieu thereof:
“to Lester L. Elder and Esther E. Elder, hus-
band and wife, of Rocky Comfort, Mo., the
sum of $1,183.49, in full settlement of all
claims against the United States for property
damages and personal injuries sustained and
medical and hospital expenses incurred by
them and their two minor daughters, Donna
Lee Elder and Evelyn Mae Elder, as the result
of an accident involving an Army wvehicle,
which occurred on United States Highway
No. 40, about 16 miles east of Wells, Nev., on
January 21, 1946."

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The title was amended so as to read:
“A bill for the relief of Lester L. Elder
and Ester E. Elder.”

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

MRS. LUCILLE DAVIDSON

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5449)
for the relief of Mrs. Lucille Davidson.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of
the Treasury be, and he is hereby, authorized
and directed to pay, out of any money in the
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of £2,07540 to Mrs., Lucille Davidson,
Morrison, Va., in full settlement of all claims
against the United States for property dam-
age sustained as the result of an accident
involving a United States Army vehicle,
which occurred on March 14, 1944, in New-
port News, Va.:

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Line 7, after the word “for", strike out
“property damage” and insert in lieu there-
of “personal injuries sustained and medical
and hospital expenses incurred.”

At the end of bill add “Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 percent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or
attorney on account of services rendered in
connection with this claim, and the same
shall be unlawful, any contract to the con-
trary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed
guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not ex-
ceeding $1,000.”

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the third
time, and passed, and a motion to recon-
sider was laid on the table.

HANS KRANEY AND CLARE FELTEN
EKRANEY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 6251)
for the relief of Hans Kraney and Clare
Felten Kraney.

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That notwithstanding
the restrictions on the issuance of visas in
Germany pursuant to the President's direc-
tive of December 22, 1945, the Secretary of
State be, and .,he is hereby, authorized and
directed to instruct the American consul at
Frankfurt, Germany, to consider applications
for immigration visas filed by Hans Eraney
and Clare Felten Kraney now residing in
Frankfurt, Germany,
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, was read the
third time, and passed, and a motion to
reconsider was laid on the table.

SYLVIA M. MISETICH

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 744)
for the relief of Sylvia M. Misetich.

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr, Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that this bill be
passed over without prejudice.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Towa?

There was no objection.

HARRY TANSEY

The Clerk called the bill (H. R. 5546)
for the relief of Harry Tansey.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the present consideration of the hill?

Mr. POTTS and Mr. DOLLIVER ob-
jected, and under the rule, the bill was
recommitted to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

The SPEAKER. That concludes the
call of the bills on the Private Calendar.

AMENDING SECTION 13 OF SURPLUS
PROPERTY ACT OF 1844

Mr, HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, on yes-
terday, when the bill (8. 2277) to amend
section 13 of the Surplus Property Act
of 1944, as amended, to provide for the
disposition of surplus real property to
States, political subdivisions, and mu-
nicipalities for use as public parks, recre-
ational areas, and historic-monument
sites, and for other purposes, was called
objection was made to its consideration.
That objection has been withdrawn. I
therefore ask unanimous consent for
the immediate consideration of the hill,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan?

There being no objection, the Clerk
read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, efc., That section 13 of the
Surplus Property Act of 1944 (55 Stat. 756),
as amended, is further amended by adding at
the end thereof the following new sub-
section:

“(h) (1) Notwithstanding any other pro-
vision of this act, any disposal agency desig-
nated pursuant to this act may, with the
approval of the Administrator, convey to any
State, political subdivision, instrumentalities
thereof, or municipality, all of the right,
title, and interest of the United States in and
to any surplus land, including improvements
and equipment located thereon, which, in
the determination of the Secretary of the
Interior, is suitable and desirable for use as
a public park, public recreational area, or
historic monument, for the benefit of the
public. The Administrator, from funds ap-
propriated to the War Assets Administration,
shall reimburse the Secretary of the Interior
for the costs incurred in making any such
determination.

“(2) Conveyances for park or recreational
purposes made pursuant to the authority
contalned in this subsection shall be made
at a price equal to 50 percent of the fair
value of the property conveyed, based on the
highest and best use of the property at the
time it is offered for disposal, regardless of
its former character or use, as determined
by the Administrator. Conveyances of prop-
erty for historlc-monument purposes under
this subsection shall be made without mone-
tary consideration,
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“(3) The deed of conveyance of any sur=-
plus real property disposed of under the
provisions of this subsection—

“(A) shall provide that all such property
shall be used and maintained for the purpose
for which it was conveyed for a period of not
less than 20 years, and.that in the event that
such property ceases to be used or main-
tained for such purpose during such period,
all or any portion of such property shall in
its then existing condition, at the option of
the United States, revert to the United States;
and

“(B) may contain such additional terms,
reservations, restrictions, and conditions as
may be determined by the Administrator to
be necessary to safeguard the interests of the
United States.”

Sec. 2. Sectlon 13 (f) of the Surplus Prop-
erty Act of 1944, as amended, is amended to
read as follows:

“(f) Except as otherwise provided by this
section, the disposal of surplus property un-
der this section to States and political sub-
divisions and instrumentalities thereof shall
be given priority over all other disposals of
property provided for ir this act except (1)
transfers to Government agencies under sec-
tion 12 of this act, as amended; (2) disposals
to veterans under section 16 of this act, as
amended; and (3) purchases made under
section 208 (a) of their joint resolution en-
titled ‘Joint resolution to extend the succes-
sion, lending powers, and functions of the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation,’ ap-
proved June 30, 1947 (61 Stat. 202). Dis~
posals of real property to Btates, political
subdivisions, and instrumentalities thereof
for any of the purposes specified in section
13 (a) (1) (A), section 13 (a) (1) (B), sec~
tion 13 (c), section 13 (d), section 13 (e),
section 13 (g). or section 13 (h) of such
act, as amended, shall be given priority over
all other disposals of property provided for
in this act except transfers to Government
agencies under section 12 of this act, as
amended, The Administrator may prescribe
& reasonable time during which any such pri-
ority shall be exercised.”

8Ec. 3. The second sentence of section 208
(a) of the joint resolution entitled “Joint
resolution to extend the succession, lending
powers, and functions of the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation,” approved June 30, 1947
(61 Stat. 202), is amended to read as follows:
“The purchase of surplus property under this
section shall be given priority under the Sur-
plus Property Act of 1044, as amended, imme-
diately following (a) transfers to Govern-
ment agencies under section 12 of such act,
as amended; (b) disposals to veterans under
section 16 of such act, as amended; and (c)
disposals of property to States, political sub-
divisions, and instrumentalities thereof un-
der section 18 (a) (1) (A), section 13 (a)
(1) (B), section 13 (c), section 13 (d), sec~
tion 13 (e), section 13 (g), or section 13 (h)
of such act, as amended.”

With the following committee amend-
ments:

On page 1, line 3, strike cut “55"” and In-
sert “58"; and after the word “Stat.”, strike
out *766" and insert “770."

On page 2, line 20, insert “Provided, That,
in determining the status of property as
historic-monument character, due consid-
eration shall be given to the period of time
during which the United States has enjoyed
continuous ownership.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr.
Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Pmmuwrs of
California: To amend the title of the act
by inserting the words italicized: “To amend
section 13 of the Surplus Property Act of
1844, as amended, to provide for the disposi-
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tion of surplus property to States, political
subdivisions, and municipalities for use in
connection with any of their governmental
functions, and for use as public parks, recrea~
tional areas, and historic-monument sites,
and for other purposes.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr,
Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PHILLIFS of
California: On page 2, line 6, after the word
“desirable”, insert the following: “for use in
connectidn with any of its governmental
functions or.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr,
Speaker, I offer an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. PaiLles of
California: On page 2, line 12, after the word
“for”, insert the following: “use in connec-
tion with a governmental function or for.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr.
Speaker, these amendments that have
just been agreed to have been suggested
by the Federal Works Administration,
which have to do with the administra..
tion of the provisions of this bill. Iknow
of no objection to it. The purpose is to
correct an earlier condition and make it
possible for a municipality to secure a
piece of the property under discussion,
thus wiping out a question in the minds
of the War Assets Administration..

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. WALTER: On

page 2, line 4, after the word "“land”, insert
“not to exceed 500 acres.”

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Speaker, the
amendment offered requires no explana-
tion. It limits the amount of land that
can be turned over to 500 acres. All
of the projects contemplated under this
act are of acreage considerably less than
500. Therefore, the adoption of this
amendment would not in any wise affect
the purposes that were in the minds of
the committee at the time the bill was
reported.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. WALTER. I yield to the gentle-
man from New York,

Mr, WADSWORTH. Has the gentle-
man some instance in mind where the
500-acre limitation would apply?

Mr. WALTER. Yes; I have in mind
the military reservation in Pennsylvania,
a reservation of approximately 20,000
acres which includes practically an en-
tire township. If that tract is turned
over to a State for recreational pur-
poses, it will mean that the township
will be bankrupt, and there will be no
way at all to get any revenue except
through the taxes that come from this
property when it is in private hands. I
is a very valuable tract and ought not to
be given away.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Pennsylvania.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be read a third
time, was read the third time, and passed,
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and a motion to reconsider was laid on
the table.
A similar House bill was laid on the
table.
EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. BREHM. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that my colleague
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. RaMev]
may be permitted to extend his remarks
in the Recorp in two instances, both hav-
ing to do with radio broadcasts, one from
Boston, Mass., on May 1, over the World-
wide Broadcasting Foundation to the
citizens of Poland, and in the second in-
stance to include a statement by him over
radio station WHDH in Boston to com-
memorate the anniversary of the adop-
tion of the Polish Constitution in 1791,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

EENNEWICK DIVISION, YAKIMA PROJECT

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois, Mr, Speaker,
I call up House Resolution 550 and ask
for its immediate consideration.
: The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
OWS:

Resolved, That immediately upon the
adoption of this resolution it shall be in or-
der to move that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4954) to authorize the con-
struction, operation, and maintenance, un-
der Federal reclamation laws of the Kenne-
wick division of the Yakima project, Wash-
ington. That after general debate, which
shall be confined to the bill and continue not
to exceed 1 hour, to be equally divided and
controlled by the chairman and ranking
minority member of the Committee on Pub-
lic Lands, the bill shall be read for amend-
ment under the 5-minute rule. At the con-
clusion of the consideration of the bill for
amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the bill to the House with such
amendments as may have been adopted and
the previous question shall be considered as’
ordered on the bill and amendments thereto
to final passage without intervening motion
except one motion to recommit,

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
yield myself such time as I may use.

The SPEAEKER. The gentleman from
Illinois is recognized.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
this resolution provides consideration for
H. R. 4954, a bill to authorize the con-
struction, operation, and maintenance,
under Federal reclamation laws, of the
Kennewick division of the Yakima proj-
ect, Washington.

Under this bill the Kennewick division
of the Yakima project in Washington
would be extended to provide irrigation
of an additional 16,700 acres, The proj-
ect would also include a small hydro-
electric power development with a capac-
ity of about 12,000 kilowatts.

It has been estimated that the addi-
tional land which would be irrigated
under the provisions of this bill will pro-
duce $2,000,000 in foodstuffs yearly. The
land is now arid, and has little value.
The increased value resulting from irri-
gation will also increase tax payments to
the local, State, and Federal Govern-
ments.

The estimated cost of the project is
$10,736,000, of which $10,030,000 is reim-
bursable. The other $705,000, which is
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not reimbursable, tvill be allocated to fish
and wildlife preservation. But even this
$705,000 will eventually be repaid out of
tax payments on the improved land.

The proposed project is contiguous to
the Hanford Engineer Works, which is
operated by the Atomic Energy Commis-
sion., The condemnation of land for this
atomic energy project took about 7,000
acres out of food produection. This
caused a 50-percent reduction in the sup-
ply of asparagus and soft fruits available
for processors and shippers in the town
of Kennewick., Therefore this legisla-
tion is urgent to restore the economy of
Kennewick and to provide electricity for
the increasing population of the sur-
rounding area:

This rule provides 1 hour of general
debate on the bill but it does not alter
any of the other rules of the House gov-
erning procedure during consideration

_of a bill of this character. There is noth-
ing in the rule which could possibly be
objectionable to any Member of the
House, and I urge that you all vote for
its adoption.

Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 minutes to the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. SasaTHI.

Mr, SABATH. Mr. Speaker, the
chairman of the Committee on Rules,
my colleague, the gentleman from Illi-
nois [Mr. ALLEN], has explained the pur-
pose of the bill made in order by this
rule. Having voted during all my serv-
ice in this House for reclamation and
irrigation projects, naturally I am not
opposed to this proposed legislation.

However, Mr, Speaker, I want to call
attention to the fact that in past years
the repayments provided for have not
been made, nor was the interest paid.
Of course, the conditions prevailing at
that time made it impossible practically
for those who lived on irrigated land and
reclamation lands to obtain sufficient
prices to meet their obligations under
the legislation previously passed. But
conditions have changed. Today the
people who will derive the benefits from
these 16,000 acres of land, which I con-
sider of extremely high value, are able
to pay. After this bill goes into effect
land which formerly was worth $2 to
$3 an acre will be worth $200 to $300
an acre. I do not see any reason why we
should grant the extremely long, addi-
tional time for repayment as provided in
this bill. Originally the bill provided
60 years for repayment, most of it with-
out interest to the Government.

I feel that the Government, which will
expend this large sum of money, over
$10,000,000, should receive interest, es-
pecially in view of the tremendous in-
crease in the value of the property to
the owners of that property and the
benefits they will receive.

As 1 said previously, in years gone by
this long time has been granted, but
I do not think that is necessary today
in view of the high prices that the farm-
ers ohtain for all their crops, In fact,
when this project is completed by the
men owing this land, they will be able
or should be able to repay to the Gov-
ernment within 10 years, not 66 years,
and should pay interest on that money
in view of the great benefits that will
accrue to them, Of course, there was
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a justification on the part of the Con-
gress to be liberal in connection with
these irrigation and reclamation proj-
ects in past years. I voted to extend
the time on many of these projects and
also voted to waive payment of interest.
But at this time as I have stated, when
prices are high I feel that the time should
be reduced. I repeat it should be repaid
in 10 years and with interest.

With the prices that the farmers today
are obtaining I think it would be pos-
sible for them to do that under this bill.
In former years when I voted for these
extensions and the long time for repay-
ment, the farmers were getting about a
quarter or not even a quarter of what
they are receiving today for the crops
that they raised.

I recollect in 1930, 1931, and 1932 the
price of wheat, corn, and rye was about
one-tenth of what those commodities
bring today. At that time the prices
were 16 cents, 26 cents, and 32 cents a
bushel, approximately. Cattle and hogs
were bringing to the farmers about 3 to
31, cents a pound on the hoof. Today
they are receiving from $26 to $36 a hun-
dred for their stock when it is brought
to the market.

Mr. Speaker, in view of the great pros-
perity that the farmers have enjoyed I
feel that should be taken into considera-
tion and that the Government and the
administration that have made this pos-
sible, especially in the last 14 or 15 years,
should be fairly treated.

I know that the farmers in proportion
to their earnings and their profits pay
much less income tax than any other
group of people. They have all the ad-
vantages, but they do not seem to ap-
preciate those who made that possible
for them. I feel that if they will take
time and give it real consideration in-
stead of assailing and attacking the New
Deal, they will offer prayers that there
was such a thing as the New Deal that
made it possible for them to eliminate
their mortgages, rebuild their farms, re-
stock and increase their herds, and de-
rive the great profits which are theirs. I
do not envy them the prosperity, and the
chances are that in proportion they are
not making, perhaps, any more money
on their investments than some of the
corporations that were mentioned by the
agricultural gentleman from Wisconsin
yesterday. I realize that many of these
industrial organizations are mulcting the
American people and making profits up
to 100, 150, and 200 percent above what
they made in former years, but notwith-
standing that fact they have failed to
and refused to increase the meager sal-
aries or wages of their employees, not-
withstanding the accumulated profits
and benefits that have accrued to them.
Consequently they are responsible for the
strikes that are facing us now. In my
home city today there is a strike in the
stockyards. I have evidence and you
have evidence showing how much the
big four packers have made. Their net
income for 1946 was $63,000,000 and
jumped to $87,000,000 in 1947. Yet in
the face of these huge profits and which
they are making today, they maintain
that they cannot increase the low wages
of their employees. With the prevailing
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high prices for which the packers and
many other of these industrialists are
responsible, the employees and their
families cannot live decently and are in
debt.

Mr. GROSS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr, SABATH. I yield to the gentle-
man from Pennsylvania.

Mr. GROSS. I thank the gentleman,
since he has been talking about the
farmer, for yielding to one. Does the
gentleman think that the administration
has contributed one advantage toward
our farm prosperity by legislation, or was
it caused more by the fact that we got
into a war? Was it the New Deal that
made us farmers economic royalists so
that we could pay all these big income
taxes? Waill the gentleman answer that?

Mr. SABATH. Long before the war,
and ever since the election of Roosevelt
as President, and ever since the Demo-
cratic Party came into power in 1933, the
prices of farm products started to rise.
I have given you the prices that the
farmers received in 1930, 1931, and 1932,
and how they were losing their farms
during the Hoover administration and
were obliged to pay 6 and 8 percent in-
terest on the money which they owed.
Now, since the Roosevelt administration,
most of these mortgages have been re-
paid and in addition to that money has
been accumulated by the vast majority
of the good farmers of this land. I will
say this, that not only since the war, but
the gentleman knows that prices started
to rise in 1934, 1935, 1936, and 1937, and
prices have gone up continuously, be-
cause it was the aim of the New Deal to
help the farmers and assist the farmers.
At the same time the administration has
believed and hoped, and I, as one, believe
that the laboring people who aided the
farmers to produce these big crops, who
made the big profits possible, will also
join with me and others to aid the un-
fortunate wage earner who is unable to-
day to cope with the conditions that face
him due to the extremely criminal high
prices of the necessaries of life. Now,
that is what I demand. You do not
realize what the people of the large cities
are subjected to.

I answered the gentleman, did I not?

Mr. GROSS. Yes; but I have another
question.

Mr. SABATH. Ishall implement those
figures and make it clear for your own
satisfaction, and then I know you, too,
will come to the conclusion that & great
deal has been done for the farmers and
for the country, because under the New
Deal we prospered as never before.

We are a greater and richer nation
than any other in the world, and I hope
we will continue to be so. The only thing
I am pleading for is that the wage earner
be taken into consideration, especially
when all the industries are making such
tremendous profits. The wage earner
should be able to exist and provide de-
cently for himself and his family. That
is my contention.

I have said all I desire to say on this
subject. I have voted for these reclama-
tion and irrigation projects for 42 years,
and shall continue to vote for them if it
will help the people, will help to produce
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additional crops, and will increase the
wealth of our Nation and produce more
food.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent to proceed out of order.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, a few
minutes ago the gentleman from Missis-
sippi [Mr. RANKIN] assailed the Supreme
Court because of the ruling it made.
Personally, I am of the opinion that
Chief Justice Vinson, who has been a
Member of this House and has held
many important positions, is an out-
standing American who has the interest
of America at heart. What applies to
him applies to other Justices of the Su-
preme Court. I think when they have
rendered an important decision depriving
individuals of the right to do what the
Government itself cannot do, they de-
serve credit, and ought not to be criti-
cized by the gentleman from Mississippi.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker,
I move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The resolution was agreed to.

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1949

Mr. HORAN, from the Committee on
Appropriations, reported the bill (H. R.
6430) making appropriations for the gov-
ernment of the District of Columbia and
other activities chargeable in whole or in
part against the revenues of such District
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1949,
and for other purposes (Rept. No. 1851),
which was read a first and second time,
and, with the accompanying papers, re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union and
ordered to be printed.

Mr. FOGARTY reserved all points of
order on the bill,

Mr. HORAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent that in the consideration
of the bill making appropriations for
the District of Columbia for the fiscal
Yyear 1949 it may be in order to consider
without intervention of a point of order
a section which I send to the desk and
ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Sec. 2. Except as otherwise provided herein,
all vouchers covering expenditures of appro-
priations contained in this act shall be au-
dited before payment by or under the juris-

diction only of the Auditor for the District

of Columbia and the vouchers as approved
shall be paid by checks issued by the Dis-
bursing Officer without countersignature.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Wash-
ington?

There was no objection.

TERM OF ELECTION OF MEMBERS OF
THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. HARRIS., Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to extend my re-
marks at this point in the Recorp on a
Joint resolution I have just introduced.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Ar-
kansas?

There was no objection.

Mr. HARRIS. Mr. Speaker, I am to-
day introducing a joint resolution pro-
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posing an amendment to the Constitu-

tion of the United States that would ex-

tend the terms of election of Members
of the House of Representatives to 4
years. 2

There have been various proposals over
the period of years to adjust the term
of years for Members of the House and
this is not a new thought. However,
I believe this proposal should have more
general approval and support by the
Congress and the people throughout the
country.

It not only provides that the term of
the Members of the House shall be 4
years, but it also provides that the Mem-
bers shall be elected at the same time of
the election of President.

In other words, this provides, Mr.
Speaker, that the Members of the House
and the President of the United States,
shall be elected for the period of 4 years.

Furthermore, I propose that a Member
of the House shall not be eligible to be-
come a candidate for Senator during the
term of his House membership unless
he resigns from the House. This would
avoid the general contention that a Mem-
ber of the House would take advantage of
the off year to run for the Senate. I
have given much thought and study to
this practical problem and I beliéve the
proposal is thoroughly justified to resolve
this difficulty.

Mr. Speaker, I have studied the history
of this provision of the Constitution. I
am convinced that in view of conditions
existing in these modern days that this
proposal would be for the best interest
of our country, Travel and communica-
tions as well as the vast improvement of
the press and radio makes our present-
day approach to elections and services in
the Congress so much different than it
was in the early history of our country.

The public would be better served by
the adoption of such an amendment.
First, for the reason that the election to
a 4-year term of office will be likely to at-
tract to or retain in the Congress men of
greater ability than does the present 2-
year term.

Second, that a substantial part of the
time of a Member of Congress under the
2-year-term basis necessarily is taken
up in building up the fences for reelec-
tion at the end of 2 years and a 4-year
term would relieve him of this reoccur-
ring 2-year period, thus enabling him to
devote a greater part of his time to the
problems of his district and the country.

Third, it would be a long step in the
direction in recognizing intelligence and
statesmanship over financial ability in
the election of Members of the House.

The activities of the Federal Govern-
ment have expanded to such an extent
within the last 10 or 12 years that if is
practically impossible for any Member
of Congress to get an intelligent grasp of
the scope of problems that arise in the
functioning of the Government in a 2=
year period. If a Member is elected only
for 2 years, his time and the taxpayer’s
money have not made any great contri-
bution to the welfare of the country.

This would give a greater opportunity
for a Member of the House to render
more valuable service to his country. It
would give greater opportunity for more
study and consideration of the vast num-
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ber and tremendous problems so vitally
affecting our people.

There are some who think otherwise
but I am convinced from past experience
and even during the Eightieth Congress
that it would be a wiser policy to have
the Congress and the Executive of the
same party, This would produce this de-
sired result except in extreme and ex-
traordinary circumstances. :

I ask attention of each Member of the
House to this proposal.

EENNEWICK DIVISION OF THE YAEIMA
PROJECT, WASHINGTON

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Speaker, I move
that the House resolve itself into the
Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union for the consideration
of the bill (H. R. 4954) to authorize the
construction, operation, and mainte-
nance, under Federal reclamation laws,
of the Kennewick division of the Yakima
project, Washington.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of the bill H. R. 4954, with
Mr. BreaMm in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the bill was dispensed with.

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chairman, I yield
myself 5 minutes and ask unanimous
consent to revise and extend my re-
marks.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
California? 4

There was no objection.

Mr. WELCH. Mr, Chairman, the bill
under consideration, H. R.- 4954, was
carefully considered by the subcommit-
tee on Irrigation and Reclamation of the
Committee on Public Lands and again
considered by the full Committee on -
Public Lands, where it was explained in
every possible detail by its author, the
able gentleman from Washington [Mr.
Hormes] to whom I now yield as much
time as he desires,

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, the
construction of this division of the Yak-
ima project would provide for the bring-
ing into cultivation of 16,700 acres of dry
arid land, and supplemental water to
4,300 acres already under irrigation.
The development of the project is ur-
gently needed. Construction during the
war of the Hanford Engineer Works, a
large plutonium plant only a few miles
from the EKennewick division, took out
of production about 7,000 acres of irri-
gated land, which in turn reduced the
supply of agricultural produce to proc-
essors, shippers, and consumers in this
area by approximately 50 percent. Simi-
larly the McNary Dam, now under con-
struction by the Corps of Engineers on
the Columbia River will reduce the farm
lands contributing to the EKennewick
market by an additional thousand acres.
The construction of the project would
serve not only to counteract these reduc-
tions in farm areas, but would at the
same time supply additional food crops
to help meet the demands placed upon
local food supplies by reason of the in-
crease in industrial population in the
area.
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Since 1940 our national population has
increased 10 percent, and the increase in
the far West is approximately 40 per-
cent. The number of families has in-
creased 1312 percent Nation-wide, and
in the 8 years we have had 14,000,000
people or more than the total population
of Canada. Every month the increase
in the population in this country is equal
to the addition of a city of approximately
200,000 people. The increase in popu-
lation has caused a steady expansion of
markets and it is becoming increasingly
more difficult to feed our people. In the
past few years, several millions of peo-
ple have moved from rural to metropoli-
tan areas. These facts combined with
the international food problem mean
just one thing—more food. One of the
greatest migrations of population in the
history of this country has been during
the war years to the Pacific coast. The
State of Washington is holding its in-
crease. In other words, we have a great
and permanent increase. New lands
available are in the West. They must
have water to give them life. One of
the most valuable commodities on the
face of the earth is water on the arid
lands of the West. I do not think it is
necessary here to take additional time
to explain in detail the features of the
program. They were fully covered by the
chairman of the Committee on Rules
when he was presenting the rule. S

Mr. NORBLAD. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLMES, I yield.

Mr. NORBLAD. Can the gentleman
advise us if he knows how Mr. Robert
Lucas one of the most outstanding edi-
tors in the Pacific Northwest and now
editor of two Yakima newspapers, stands
on this particular project?

Mr. HOLMES. He is very enthusias-
tically for it, and has been a strong sup-
porter of this project.

Mr. NORBLAD. I thank the gentle-
man,

Mr, RANKIN. Mr.
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLMES. 1 yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr, RANKIN. I have not had a
chance to read the bill carefully, but
does it provide for the building of neces-
sary transmission lines?

Mr. HOLMES, There are no trans-
mission lines. They handle most of the
power on the project itself. If any
transmission lines are needed, they will
be built. 7

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLMES. I yield.

‘Mr. McDONOUGH. What is the life
of the project as far as the retirement
of the loan is concerned?

Mr. HOLMES. Forty years for the
water users, plus a 10-year construction
period, and 66 years in relation to power,
at 2)2 percent interest.

Mr. McDONOUGH., The local in-
terests agree under the terms of the bill,
as I read the report of the committee,
that $10,031,000 is reimbursable of the
total $10,736,000 total cost; is that cor-
rect?

Mr. HOLMES. That is right.

Chairman, will
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Mr. McDONOUGH. And that $705,=
000 allotted to fish and wildlife preserva-
tion is for the general benefit of the
whole Nation.

Mr. HOLMES. That is right.

Mr. McDONOUGH. It therefore will
cost the Nation as a whole practically
nothing and it will be of great benefit to
the western arid lands in the State of
Washington.

Mr. McCORMACE. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLMES. I yield to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr, McCORMACK. I notice that the
original bill called for an amortization
period of 78 years. The committee has
cut it down to 66. I remember that last
January the committee reported out a
bill covering all reclamation projects and
extending the amortization period from
50 years to 66 or 68, I forget which.

Mr. HOLMES. There are some prec-
edents.

Mr. McCORMACK. I am for this.
The gentleman does not have to worry
about me, I am worrying about his Re-
publican colleagues, that is all I am
worrying about.

Mr. HOLMES. There is one project
in Colorado which is to be amortized
over a 68-year period and the Gila
project in Arizona over a 60-year period.

Mr. McCORMACK. That was the bill
of last January which passed the House
and when it passed the Congress and is
signed will become organic law.

Mr. HOLMES. It passed the House.

Mr. McCORMACK. But as I under-
stand existing practice the amortization
period is 50 years.

Mr. HOLMES. That is true, but it is
not the law of the land. I think it has
not passed the other body.

Mr. McCORMACK. What is the
amortization period under existing law?

Mr. HOLMES. It varies with the fea-
sibility report on the project as drawn
up by the engineers and the estimated
ability of the project.

Mr. McCORMACK. Does not the
gentleman himself believe there ought
to be at least a 66-year period of
amortization?

Mr. HOLMES. Yes; I should like to
see that.

Mr. McCORMACK. I know about
this project; it is a very fine one. It is
of great benefit not only to the State of
Washington, but it is of national interest
and importance.

Mr. HOLMES. That is right.

Mr. McCORMACK. 1 view these
things from a national angle, and I am
frank in stating that I am very glad to
see this extended period of amortization;
as a matter of fact, 78 years would have
been all right with me because there are
real sound investments; they are not in-
vestments for a generation, they are in-
vestments for many generations.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Washington has
expired.

Mr. CRAWFORD, Mr. Chairman, I
yield the gentleman from Washington
five additional minutes.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLMES. 1yield.
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Mr. RICH. The pending bill provides:

8eC. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is
authorized to enter into contracts for the
sale of electric power and energy not required
for project uses, hereinafter termed commer-
cial power and energy, at such rates as in his
judgment will produce power revenues
which, together with power revenues from all
other sales of power and energy, will be at
least sufficlent to cover (1) an appropriate
share of the annual operation and mainte-
nance cost, including reasonable provision
for replacements—

And so forth. If we are going to leave
it to the secretary of the interior to es-
tablish the rate structure it had better
not be on the formula used in TVA,
where they do not take into considera-
tion the cost and the money that the
Government has invested in the project
plus interest on the money and overhead
cost. On that basis we would not get
enough money in 65 years to cover any
part of the cost.

In the TVA project the electric-power
part of it is being operated by the Fed-
eral Government at a loss of millions of
dollars annually. If all these power
projects are going to be operated on the
same basis, then we had better quit. It
is not even as good as a socialistic form
of government when you try to do things
that way.

Why do we not get a little business
into government and change the base
of the rate structure at TVA so that
we get a proper return? Why do we
not start out on a proper base in this
project?

Mr. HOLMES. I can assure the gen-
tleman that the engineering report on
this project shows that these rates will
pay the money back plus 25 percent
interest. We were very careful in seeing
to it that it was drawn up in that way.
I was careful in seeing that it was drawn
up in that way.

Mr. RICH. We are going to hear
something about this bill and some com-
ment on TVA rates. Some people in this
House would stand up and try to defend
those rates, but there is no defense for
TVA rates.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOLMES. I yield to the gentle-
man from Mississippi.

Mr. RANKIN. The gentleman from
Pennsylvania shadow-boxed around until
he almost knocked himself out before
he quit.

The truth of the matter is that 20 years
ago his administration was in power.
They were selling the power generated
at Muscle Shoals to private power com-
panies at 159 mills a kilowatt-hour
wholesale and proved to Congress that
the project would be amortized within a
reasonable time. Today, we are paying
about 42 mills a kilowatt-hour whole-
sale for that power. We are paying
more than twice as much as the private
power companies did at that time and
we are willing to do if.

Mr. RICH.- Who do you mean by
“we”?

Mr. RANKIN, We are amortizing the
entire investment.

Mr. RICH. Who do you mean by
“we"?
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Mr. RANKIN. We, the people who are
buying this power. I am one of them.
Lock at me.

Mr. RICH. Yes; but we are the people
who are furnishing the money and we
want to know if you are going to pay
at least the principal back.

Mr. RANKIN. It will not cost the
State of Pennsylvania a penny, it will not
cost the gentleman from Woolrich [Mr.
RicH] a penny. That great project down
there, the greatest development in an-
cient or modern times, is amortizing it-
self just as this project will, according
to the presentation of the gentleman
from Washington [Mr. HoLMES].

Mr. HOLMES. I thank the gentle-
man for his comments and I can assure
the Members from the long experience I
have had with irrigation and reclama-
tion that it is not wise to bring anything
before the House unless it is sound.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the
gentleman from Washington has expired.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself 5 minutes.

Mr. Chairman, this bill was unani-
mously reported out of the Subcommittee
on Irrigation and Recla‘maﬁon and, as 1
remember, it was unanimously reported
out of the full Public Lands Committee.
I want to go on record, first, without res-
ervation as favoring this bill, and, having
said that, I want to refer to a matter
raised by the gentleman from Massa-
chusetts.

He noted that the commitiee amend-
ment reduces the repayment time from
18 years to 66 years. Yes; that was a
committee amendment. I was not too
enthusiastic about the amendment, how-
ever, because I did not think it was nec-
essary. But when I saw that the com-
mittee intended to pass the amendment,
I wanted the bill to be reported unani-
mously, so raised no question about it.
May I say to the gentleman from Wash-
ington, author of the bill, that, so far as
I am concerned, I should have preferred
that it remain as it was originally
written.

The gentleman from Massachusetts
pointed out that we western people, in
om struggle to develop our part of the
country as it ought to be developed, have
run into some pretty serious difficulties.
When we want to make improvements
upon land, which improvements will
stand for generations, the costs of which
are reimbursable, every cent of which is
repaid to the Public Treasury, we are
often fold that we must repay it in 40
years or we will not get the money. A
foolish and restrictive financial policy is
put forth in the name of good business.

Not long ago I stood at Hoover Dam
on the occasion of the celebration of the
tenth anniversary of its production of

_power and I was told by the engineers
in charge of Hoover Dam that in 10 years,
through the sale of power, it had paid
25 percent of its cost. Certainly Hoover
Dam will pay out in 40 years. But will
Hoover Dam be no good after 40 years?
I see no reason why Hoover Dam should
not be functioning 400 years from now
just as it is today, if you can keep the
mud out and the maintenance up. The
power demand is there, and it will be
creating wealth centuries hence.
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Mr. Chairman, when we make invest-

ments of that sort in concrete form, in
revenue-producing wealth that will stand
for generations and generations, we are
accomplishing something of inereasing
value. Mind wyou, Uncle Sam will get
back every penny in repayment that he
puts into these projects. In some cases
he is getting it back with interest. He
is getting back the capital investment
many times over in income taxes from
them. His equity in the matter is im-
proving year by year as these installment
payments are made, so that the debt is
more secure and the significance of these
wealth-creating projects to the United
States Treasury grows with each passing
year.
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me folly that
when we develop that great landed estate
of Uncle Bam west of the Mississippi
River, we should be so picayunish about
our appropriations and about repayment
terms, and that some among us insist on
squeezing to the last degree these repay-
ments so that they must be made abso-
lutely in a shortened period. Such a
policy cramps rather than promotes such
development.

I certainly agree with my friend from
Massachusetts that we have much to
hope for; that you will not only enact
this bill, but that you will follow the phil-
osophy that the committee has followed
in reporting bills on other reclamation
projects throughout the 17 Western
States.

Mr., McDONOUGH. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURDOCK. 1yield to the gentle-
man from California.

Mr. McDONOUGH. I would like to
know if the gentleman has in mind any
period of time that he thinks is reason-
able for any large advance of money by
the Federal Government to be retired
for the cost of a project. If there is no
period of time, that means that the Fed-
eral Government is financing the whole
project without any possibility of return,
or when the return comes, it is so late
that it is of no value to the people as a
whole.

Mr., MURDOCK. Repayments are
made on an annual basis, varying ac-
cording to the years of the repayment
period.

For my own part, I have confidence in
the Secretary of the Interior. I have
seen a lack of confidence expressed on
the floor of this House many times. It
does not make any difference to me what
party the Secretary i1s a member of or
what his name is, I have confidence in
the man who is nominated to that high
office, and I, for one, would be perfectly
willing to let the repayments be speci-
fied not in a short number of years but
a liberal period or within the useful life
of the project.

The CHAIRMAN., The time of the
gentleman from Arizona has expired.

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I
yield myself five additional minutes.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MURDOCE. 1 yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. Has the gentleman seen
any of the department heads in the last
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5, 8, or 10 years do things that were not
good sound business?

Mr. MURDOCK. I do not hold any
briefs for all of the departments of Gov-
ernment. Iquarrel with them some my-
self, but not on a partisan basis., I want
to say this about this bill: I have been
up in the Columbia Basin. I know of
the growth of the great Pacific North-
west, I think perhaps the fastest grow-
ing section of America. However, it has
a close rival in the Pacific Southwest, as
I happen to know. Now, here is a vast
undeveloped empire along the Columbia
River. The war developments, such as
the founding of the atomic bomb plant
along the Columbia River, took off of the
tax rolls a good many fruitful acres. I
think that as a matter of repairing war-
time damages the Government of the
United States owes something fo this
particular project in this community in
order that we may replace the invest-
ment which has otherwise been taken off
the tax rolls and the land taken out of
production. That is exactly what this
bill will do.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, if the gen-
tleman will yield further, I want to say
this, that I quite agree that there are
a lot of things that we can do to put our
country in shape, things that ought to be
done, rather than building up all the
nations of the world which sometimes I
think might be used against us rather
than for us.

Mr. MURDOCK. I perfectly agree
with the gentleman on putting our coun-
try in shape. Now, gentlemen, this
country must increase its food producing
facilities, and this is one way of doing
it. We must bring under cultivation
more and more fruitful acres, not in
competition with the eastern part of the
country, but in the growing of specialty
crops such as they grow out there, and
which they grow most abundantly.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Mr. Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MURDOCK. I yield to the gentle-
man from Massachusetts.

Mr. McCORMACK. In the consid-
eration of these matters we must bear in
mind that this is 1948. It is not 1848.
We are a nation now of 145,000,000 peo-
ple. We are a great industrial and agri-
cultural nation, and we are very for-
tunate in that respect. But, in connec-
tion with these great problems we have
to consider the national interests of the
country in the light of our national econ-
omy in 1948 and the years to come, and
not think in terms of 100 or 200 years
ago when our population was less, and
when our country was confined to that
portion of the United States east of the
Mississippi, and when we had mainly an
agricultural economy.

Our problems are entirely different
today, and legislators have to give that
consideration in connection with the
economic life of our people today and
tomorrow.

‘Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman
from Massachusetts has time and time
again wisely and generously gone along
with us on western development, when
some of our own neighbors have failed
us.
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The gentleman is exactly right. This

great country is e pluribus unum.

That Is what we have written on the
dollar, From 13 small States on the
Atlantic coast we have spread clear
across this magnificent continent to the
Pacific. It is men with vision on the
eastern seaboard, as exemplified by the
gentleman from Massachusetts, that
have made this possible. That is what
I am pleading for not only with regard
to this bill but with regard to many other
bills which would develop the great West
as ad national estate ought to be devel-
oped.

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. MURDOCE. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania.

Mr. RICH. What does the gentleman
think about a lot of Members of Con-
gress who are not only trying to take
care of the people in this country but
seem to think that we have to give the
foodstuffs we grow and the things we
manufacture to foreign countries by the
billions of dollars, when at the same
time we increase the price of our own
commodities to our own people? How
does the gentleman reconcile a lot of
the things this country has been doing,
and what does he think our people are
going to say when they have to pay 10,
15, or 20 percent more for the food and

~ the clothing they need for themselves?

Mr. MURDOCK. I thank the gentle-
man for his contribution but it has little
bearing on this bill. I simply want to
say to my friend from Pennsylvania that
I will give consideration to his philoso-
phy on foreign matters. We are talking
now about a domestic matter, the devel-
opment of this country as it ought to be
developed.

Mr. McCORMACEK. Of course the ob-
servation of the gentleman from Penn-
sylvania is in no way even remotely rele-
vant to the matter under discussion
today.

Mr. RICH. Certainly it is.

Mr, McCORMACK. I said not even
remotely relevant. However, the gentle-
man did make some observation about
the increase in the cost of living. The
increase in the cost of living is due en-
tirely to the fact that our Republican
friends kidded the public 2 years ago
and then took off price controls. The
reason the cost of living went up is that
price controls were taken off, and the
responsibility rests with the Republican
Party.

Mr. MURDOCEK. Mr, Chairman, I ask
my friends on the Democratic side and
the Republican side to give their sup-
port to this meritorious measure.

Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr, Chairman, I
yield 1 minute to the gentleman from
Pennsylvania [Mr. RicH].

Mr. RICH. Mr. Chairman, I am tak-
ing only a minute to answer the gentle-
man from Massachusetts. The gentle-
man talks about the regulations they put
on the American people and screwed
down in every way possible private
initiative, getting us back to a country
like Russia, where they regulate every-
thing. I want America free. I want
America to produce. I am interested in
investing money in these projects in
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order that we may grow the things the-
American people want so that we may
have happiness and contentment; but,
after we do all these things for our own
American people, I do not want to give
everything away to foreign countries
without any remuneration or thought of
trying to help the American people. 1
am for America and free enterprise.

That is the reason I do not want to give
America away to some other nation that
is going to turn around after a while
and probably give us the boot. I do not
want anything like that. You have gone
too far for other nations and not far
enough for our American citizens.

Keep America to the front. Keep
America strong. If we do not save
America and our American free enter-
prise and our American freedom, I am
certain no other nation will do it for us.
I am not selfish. I just want to be safe
and sound for our people.

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wﬂl read
the bill for amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That for the purposes
of irrigating lands; of generating, trans-
mitting, and marketing hydroelectric energy;
for the preservation and propagation of
fish and wildlife; and looking to the com-
pletion of the ¥Yakima project, there 1s
hereby authorized to be constructed, oper-
ated, and maintained, In accordance with
the Federal reclamation laws (act of June
17, 1902, 32 Stat. 388, and acts amendatory
thereof or supplementary thereto) the
Kennewick division of the Yakima project,
composed of the following principal units,
to wit:

Prosser-Chandler power canal.

Chandler hydroelectric power and hy-
draulic pumping plant,

Main canal.

Eiona wasteway.

Amon siphon and hydraulic pumping
plant.

Amon wasteway.

Lateral system.

Improvements for fish and wildlife,

Sec. 2. Construction costs allocated to the
conservation and propagation of fish and
wildlife by the Secretary of the Interfor in
accordance with the provisions of the act of
August 14, 1946 (Public Law 732, 79th Cong.),
and operation and maintenance costs attrib-
utable to operations for the preservation
and propagation of fish and wildlife shall
be nonreimbursable.

SEec. 8. The Secretary of the Interior is au-
thorized to enter into contracts for the sale
of electric power and energy not required for
project uses, hereinafter termed commer-
cial power and energy, at such rates as in
his judgment will produce power revenues
which, together with power revenues from
all other sales of power and energy, will be
at least sufficient to cover (1) an appropriate
share of the annual operation and mainte-
nance cost, including reasonable provision
for replacements; (2) the return, within 78
years from the date upon which each fea-
ture becomes revenue producing, of an appro-
priate share of the construction investment
properly allocable by the Secretary to com-
mercial power and energy together with in-
terest on the unpaid balance at a rate of
not less than 21, percent per annum; (8)
the return, without interest, within a pe-
riod of T8 years, and, with respect to each
frrigation block, within a period conforming
so far as practicable to the period within
which water users are required to repay their
share of the {irrigation costs of that share
of the Investment found by the Becretary
to be properly allocable to irrigation but as-
signed for return from net power revenues.
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8ec. 4. The Secretary of the Interior is au-
thoriged to enter into contracts for repay-
ment of those construction costs of the de=
velopment assigned to be repaid by vhe proj=-
ect water users, which, in the discretion of
the BSecretary, may require, among other
things, that those charges be distributed be-
tween the presently irrigated lands and the
new lands and among farm units in & man-
ner that takes into account the productivity
of the land and in the case of new lands the
estimated cost of preparing the land for irri-
gation, all in the manner and to the extent
that the Secretary shall find to be proper:
Provided, That these charges shall be such
as will provide for the payment of (1) an
appropriate share of the annual operation
and maintenance cost, Including reasonable
provisions for replacements, and (2) repay=-
ment within a period of 78 years without
interest of an appropriate share of that
part of the construction cost which can prop-
erly be allocated to frrigation and probably
be repaid by the water users.

Sec. 6. The power and energy revenues to
be applied toward the fulfillment of the
obligation to return that ghare of the in-
vestment found by the Secretary to be prop=
erly allocable to irrigation but assigned for
return from net power and energy revenues
may include one-fifth of the revenues de=-
rived from the Interest component of power
rates in addition to any and all sums other-
wise assigned for such purposes from power
revenues.,

Sec.6. The Becretary of the Interior 1s
hereby authorized tc construct extra capacity
in the main canal for the future irrigation
of approximately 7,000 acres of land, in ad-
dition to the presently proposed develop=
ment, and to recognize the cost of providing
such extra capacity as a deferred obligation
to be paid at such time as the additlonal
area may be brought into the project.

Sec. 7. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated, out of any moneys in the Treas=
ury not otherwise appropriated, such sums
as may be required for the purposes of this
act.

With the following committee amend-
ments:

Page 3, line 38, strike out “menty-eight"
and Insert “not exceeding sixty-six.”

Page 38, line 10, strike out “of seventy=
eight” and insert “not exceeding sixty-six.”

Page 4, line 6, strike out "of seventy=
eight” and insert “not exceeding sixty-six.”

The committee amendments were
agreed to.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
Committee rises.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. BrReaM, Chairman of the Committee
of the Whole House on the State of the
Union, reported that that Committee,
having had under consideration the bill
(H. R. 4954) to authorize the construc-
tion, operation, and maintenance, under
Federal reclamation laws, of the Kenne=
wick division of the Yakima project,
Washington, pursuant to House Resolu-
tion 550, he reported the bill back to the
House with sundry amendments adopted
by the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

Is a separate vote demanded on any
amendment? If not, the Chair will put
them en gros.

The amendments were agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the engrossment and third reading of
the bill,
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time, and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the bill,

The bill was passed.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

SOUTHERN REGIONAL EDUCATION

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Speaker, I call up
House Resolution 551 and ask for its im-
mediate consideration.

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows:

Resolved, That Iimmediately upon the
adoption of this resolution it shall be in
order to move that the House resolve itself
into the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consideration
of House Joint Resolution 334, giving the
consent of Congress to the compact on re-
gional education entered into between the
Southern States at Tallahassee, Fla., on Feb-
ruary 8, 1948. That after general debate,
which shall be confined to the joint resolu-
tion and continue not to exceed 1 hour, to be
equally divided and controlled by the chair-
man and ranking minority member of the
Committee on the Judiciary, the joint reso-
lution shall be read for amendment under
the 6-minute rule. At the conclusion of the
consideration of the joint resolution for
amendment, the Committee shall rise and
report the joint resolution to the House with
such amendments as may have been adopted
and the previous question shall be considered
as ordered on the joint resolution and
amendments thereto to filnal passage with-
out Intervening motion except one motion
to recommit.

Mr.' HERTER Mr. Speaker, I yield
myself such time as I may require.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution provides
consideration for House Joint Resolution
334, which gives the consent of Congress
to the compact on regional education
entered into between the Southern States
at Tallahassee, Fla., on February 8, 1948,

The purpose of this joint resolution is
to make possible the continued opera=
tion of Meharry College at Nashville,
Tenn.

Meharry College is devoted to training
Negro doctors, dentists, and nurses. It
is one of the outstanding medical schools
in the country, supplying medical men
and women to the 7,000,000 Negroes in
the Southeast.

For the past 10 years Meharry College
has been largely supported by grants
from the Carnegie Foundation, and other
endowments. A large portion of these
grants terminate on June 30 of this year,
and the college finds itself without the
wherewithal to continue its operations.

The financial plight of the college was
brought to the attention of the Confer-
ence of Southern Governors at their
meeting at Tallahassee in February. At
that time the college offered to turn over
all of its land, buildings, equipment, and
the income from its endowments to the
Southern States jointly. The Governors
of 14 States entered into a tentative
agreement to establish a board of control
for southern regional education to ad-
minister Meharry College. Under this
tentative agreement, each of the South-
ern States would make an annual contri-
bution to the college, and thereby allow
it to continue in operation.

Now, this agreement between the Gov-
ernors is tentative pending the approval
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of this joint resolution giving the con-
sent of Congress to it. It is specifically
provided in article I, section 10, clause
3 of the Constitution that “No State
shall, without the consent of Congress,
enter info any agreement or compact
with another State, or with a foreign
power,” Congress has already given its
consent to 101 of these interstate com-
pacts, so House Joint Resolution 334 does
not establish a precedent.

Under the rule, 1 hour has been al-
lowed for general debate., The joint
resolution is simple in form and sub-
stance, and 1 hour should be more than
sufficient to provide adequate considera-
tion of it. The rule does not provide any
preferential treatment for the joint reso-
lution except consideration, so I know
there can be no objection to it.

The SPEAEER. The question is on
agreeing to the resolution.

The resolution was agreed to.

Mr. MICHENER, Mr. Speaker, I
move that the House resolve itself into
the Committee of the Whole House on
the State of the Union for the consid-
eration of House Joint Resolution 334,
giving the consent of Congress to the
compact on regional education entered
into hetween the Southern States at
Tallahassee, Fla., on February 8, 1948.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly, the House resolved itself
into the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union for the con-
sideration of House Joint Resolution 334,
with Mr. DoLLIvER in the chair,

The Clerk read the title of the joint
resolution.

By unanimous consent, the first read-
ing of the joint resolution was dispensed
with.

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, this
resolution was considered and reported
to the full Committee on the Judiciary
by Subcommittee No. 1, of which the
gentleman from Illinois [Mr, REED] is
chairman.

Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this
resolution is to make it possible for the
Southern States named in the resolution
to enter into a compact or agreement re-
lating to the establishment of a board
of control for southern regional educa-
tion, to the end that the several States
signatory to the compact shall pool their
interests and their resources so that bet-
ter colleges, universities, and other insti-
tutions looking to more complete educa-
tional facilities can be provided in the
region covered by the compact.

The enactment of this resolution will
in no way obligate the Federal Govern-
ment financially. All expenses of the
proposed projects are to be borne by the
respective States interested.

This proposal is before the Congress
because the Constitution of the United
States requires that—

No State shall, without the consent of
Congress, * * * enter into any agree-
ment or compact with another State, or with
a foreign power (art. I, sec. 10, clause 3).

In short, all that is here contemplated
is the approval of the Congress of the
compact referred to.

Many compacts in the past have been
entered into between two or more of the
States. I can think of no legitimate ob-
jection that can be raised to the desire
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of these States to jointly provide better
educational facilities for their children.
Everybody favors adequate education for
all the children throughout the land.
Some States are more able financially
than some other States to furnish these
facilities.

The only question that might be
raised here is as to the issue of segre-
gated schools. It is clear that the Gov-
ernor and State officials of a State can-
not enter into any compact or agree-
ment with other States except that such
compact comes within the scope of the
State constitution and the State statutes.
It is true that some Southern States, like
Alabama, provide for separate schools
for colored children and white children.
If this compact is approved, then the
Governor of Alabama cannot bind his
State to help finance any type of school
other than an Alabama constitutional
school.

The fourteenth amendment to the
Constitution, as interpreted by the Su-
preme Court of the United States, is the
law of the land insofar as race dis-
crimination is concerned. The gentle-
man from JIowa [Mr. GWYNNE] a very
capable member of the Judiciary Com-
mittee, made a statement to the com-
mittee in this regard, and I hope that he
will repeat that statement for our in-
formation here today.

Mr. Chairman, we do not have segre-
gation in the schools in the State from
which I come. We do have splendid
schools, and it is the intent of the people
of the State of Michigan to give all of
our youth equal opportunity to acquire
higher education in our public schools.
Now if the children in some of the South-
ern States do not have the same advan-
tage, whether they be colored children
or white children, I can see no reason
why this Congress should prevent either
the white or the colored children from
having better educational opportunities.
‘While I realize that these States, in pro-
viding the schools contemplated in this
compact, must, unless their State con-
stitutions and laws are changed, con-
duct colored schools and white schools
and regardless of how I feel about segre-
gation in the schools, nevertheless 1
recognize the situation as it is. I shall,
therefore, vote to approve this resolu-
tion, thereby aiding the children of these
States to receive more educational ad-
vantage even though for the present that
education must be given in segregated
schools.

The recent Oklahoma case guarantees
equality of facilities. If we believe in
educating our youth, and certain States
do not agree with other States as to
segregation, it seems to me that our
obligation to the young people—white
and colored—is such that we should do
the practical thing and approve this
compact and let the constitutionality of
segregation be determined in the proper
forum in due course. In voting for this
resolution I am not voting to establish
segregation in the schools; I am only
voting to improve the type of schooling
the children in these States are now re-
ceiving, :

Mr. Chairman, I now yield to the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. REEp], who
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will control the time for the majority of
the committee.

Mr. REED of Illinois. Mr. Chairman,
I yield myself 3 minutes,

Mr. Chairman, this resolution was
voted out of the Committee on Judiciary
and is the result of a conference of the
governors of the Southern States, where-
in they propose, with the consent of
Congress, that their respective States be
authorized to pool their interests in the
matter of establishing and maintaining
institutions of higher education. It re-
quires no Federal aid and has no bear-
ing whatsoever on the high schools or
intermediate schools, but only those
above the high-school grade. This, I
am informed, has been in contemplation
by the conference of southern gov-
ernors and by the legislatures of the var-
ious Southern States since 1935. It pro-
poses on a larger scale a program that
has prevailed within a great many States
of the Union with regard to schools of a
lower grade. In Illinois, for instance, we
have for many years been establishing
consolidated grade- and high-school dis-
tricts. These districts so consolidated
have pooled their resources in order to
establish and maintain better educa-
tional facilities for the children they
serve.

Under this resolution the Southern
States, with the consent of Congress,
and with the approval of their own State
legislatures will likewise cooperate, each
with the others who are parties to the
compact to share proportionately the
expenses incident to the establishment
and maintenance of institutions of

higher education. The funds necessary °

for this project would be prorated to
each State in accordance with its re-
spective population.

The system will be governed by a
commission of which each of the gov-
ernors of the participating States will
be ex officio members, together with two
other members chosen by the governor
of each individual State. The commis-
sion, thus formed, will be the governing
body which will control the institutions
and the colleges that will be established.

It seems a fair and logical way in
which these States will be enabled to
improve and expand the opportunities
for their citizens to avail themselves of
high-class institutions of learning that
would be burdensome if attempted by
each State individually. It has the ap-
proval of many noted educators and is
a progressive step that will be highly
beneficial.

I believe the resolution ought to re-

greive the consent of Congress.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Illinois has expired.

Mr. WALTER. Mr., Chairman, the
resolution under consideration is the
usual type of resolution that has been
adopted by the Congress on upwards of
a hundred occasions. It is designed to
‘meet the constitutional requirements
that the Congress give its consent to
compacts entered into between the
States.

In the instant case a number of States,
as the gentleman from Illinois just
stated, have entered into a compact the
purpose of which is to provide institu-
tions of higher learning in sections of
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the country which otherwise would not

have the advantage of these institutions.

As I understand, there is presently a
college being maintained by several of
the States. It is hoped that this insti-
tution will be enlarged and that its ad-
vantages can be extended to citizens of
all of the contracting States.

I. THE COMPACT OF SOUTHERN GOVERNORS FOR
REGIONAL EDUCATION WILL PERPETUATE SEG-
REGATED EDUCATION :

Mr. POWELL. Mr. Chairman, the pro-
posed resolution will give the approval
of Congress to the compact entered into
by the governors of nine Southern States
which provides for the ownership and
operation of Meharry Medical College at
Nashville, Tenn., on a joint basis by a
Board of Control for Southern Regional
Education and for the purchase and op-
eration of other institutions of higher
learning on a regional basis. Aside from
the specific mention of Meharry Medical
College, the compact gives no indication
on its face that it is intended to support
the system of segregation. However,
since the laws of each of the States par-
ticipating in the plan require segregated
education in some instances under
threat of criminal prosecution, there can
be no doubt that the compact will crys-
tallize the pattern of segregation and fur-
nish the economic underpinning for the
support of segregated education in the
South which is staggering under the re-
cent Supreme Court decisions and the
aroused demands of Negro Americans
for equality in education. That the
southern governors propose to run the
institutions on a segregated basis is dem-
onstrated by the speeches made at the
meeting of the southern governors, leg-
islators, and educators held in Washing-
ton on February 24, 1948, immediately
preceding the introduction of this reso-
lution into Congress—see New York
Times, February 25, 1948. Speakers at
that conference made it clear that the
proposal to take over Meharry Medical
College stems from their fear that should
Meharry close its doors, all the Negro
students there would demand admission
to the white medical schools supported
by the States.

II. THE PROPOSAL THAT CONGRESS APPROVE THIS
COMPACT IS A POLITICAL MOVE TO COMMIT
CONGRESS TO THE SUFPORT OF SEGREGATION
While article I, section 10, of the United

States Constitution provides that no

State shall enter into any compact or

agreement with another State without

the consent of Congress, there is ample
legal authority that this restraint is con-
cerned not with such matters as extradi-
tion, wage scales, or education, but mere-
ly with compacts or agreements which
affect the national supremacy and en-
croach upon the power of the Federal

Government—Virginia v. Tennessee (148

U, 8. 503), Wharton v. Wise (153 U. S.

155), and Dizie Wholesale Grocery V.

Martin (278 Ky. 705, 129 8. W. 2 (d),

181), See also charge to the grand jury

of Federal District Judge William Clark,

of New Jersey, reported at Fourteenth

Federal Supplement, page 596.

If the purposes of the compact are
bona fide, the Southern States can pro-
vide education for all their citizens by
mutual assistance without coming to
Congress for approval, It is only be-
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cause the compact seeks to weaken the

Supreme Court opinions in the Gaines

case and the Sipuel case that congres-

sional approval is sought. It is also true
that since Congress knows that the laws
of the contracting States require segre-
gation, congressional approval of this
compact would constitute a complete
repudiation by Congress of the findings
and recommendations of the President’s

Committee on Civil Rights and the

President’s Commission on Higher Edu-

cation.

III, THE PROPOSAL TO SEND NEGRO STUDENTS
FROM ALL OVER THE SOUTH TO MEHARRY
MEDICAL COLLEGE INSTEAD OF ADMITTING
THEM TO THE EXISTING STATE UNIVERSITIES
15 UNCONSTITUTIONAL
As the result of two cases taken by the

National Association for the Advance-

ment of Colored People to the Supreme

Court, it is now established that the re-

sponsibility of the Southern States to

educate their Negro citizens cannot com-
pletely be met by any plan which would
force a Negro student from Texas to at-
tend a regional medical school in Ten-
nessee while his white compatriot at-
tends the University of Texas Medical

School. In Gaines v. Canada (305 U, S.

337), decided in 1938, Missouri was told

that its plan of providing out-of-State

scholarships for Negroes was unconsti-
tutional. In 1948, in the Sipuel case,

Oklahoma was told that Negroes could

not be forced to wait until the State had

time to set up a segregated institution,
but must receive their education as soon
as it is furnished to white students. The
proposed compact appears to be based
upon the theory that with congressional
approval the States can, for purposes of

education, extend their boundaries to a

region and that the requirements of the

Supreme Court will be met so long as

education is furnished within that re-

gion. This is a twisted reasoning, which
argues that what each Southern State is
forbidden to do individually can be ac-
complished if some of them act together.

In reality, so long as a State provides

education to white students within its

boundaries there is no legal way for it
to deny such education to its Negro
citizens.

IV. BEGREGATION IN EDUCATION IS DISCRIMINA-
TORY AND UNEQUAL AND IS IN ITSELF UNCON=-
ETITUTIONAL

The NAACP is now preparing to carry
at least two cases, involving the Univer-
sity of Texas and the University of Okla-
homa, to the United States Supreme
Court on evidence which will conclusively
establish that under a segregated educa-
tional system Negroes receive unequal
treatment and that segregation in edu-
cation is therefore unconstitutional
Should Congress approve this compact
during the pendency of those cases in
the face of the findings of the President’s
Committee on Civil Rights and the Presi-
dent’s Commission on Higher Education,
it will be tantamount to Congress making
a legislative finding that there is no dis-
crimination in the educational systems
of those States. Such a finding would
be extremely dangerous and harmful in
presenting these cases to the Supreme
Court. 3

Mr. PRIEST. Mr. Chairman, the
pending House joint resolution giving
consent of the Congress to a compact
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entered into by a number of Southern
States should be adopted without delay.

This compact is not, as some have
supposed and intimated, being proposed
on the spur of the moment because of an
opinion of the United States Supreme
Court. It has, on the other hand been
contemplated for many years and con-
siderable research by experts in the field
of higher education has been done in
preparation for this program.

It is rooted in a clear recognitipn that
the problems relating to higher educa-
tion, particularly in professional and
specialized fields can hetter be solved on
a regional than on a State basis.

While the program envisioned under
the provisions of this compact is broad
and of long range, there isi a particular
reason why early action by the Congress
should be taken because of a situation
confronting an educational institution in
my own distriet.

Unless some plan is adopted looking
toward the future operation of Meharry
Medical College in Nashville, Tenn., that
institution will be forced to close its doors
at the end of the present term.

This college is highly accredited and
recognized as a leading institution. Be-
cause of the dwindling income of the en-
dowment funds an operating deficit has
faced the college each year for the past
5 years, that deficit ranging from $120,-
000 to $300,000.

At present there are 482 Negro students
pursuing courses in medicine and den-
tistry at Meharry. About 63 percent of
these are from the South; 32 percent
from the North and the remainder from
the West and our possessions and
Territories.

The foundatiofs have agreed to con-
tinue financing providing the Congress,
by its approval of this resolution, gives
assurance that the transfer of Meharry
to the Southern States as a regional
college can be effected at a reasonably
early date. Otherwise the college will
close its doors in July and 482 Negro
students will have no place to go.

It is extremely unfortunate that some
elements have injected into this pro-
posal the question of discrimination or
segregation. With the exception of
Howard College here in the Capital and
Meharry College, there were in 1947 only
86 Negro students studying medicine in
21 colleges that admit them on a com-
petitive basis with white students.

Meharry and Howard have trained
more than 85 percent of the Negro doc-
tors practicing in the country and
Meharry alone has trained about 56 per-
cent of the total.

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, if a com-
petitive basis applying the national aver=-
age on aptitude tests by 14,000 applicants
for admission last year, had been rigidly
followed Meharry could have accepted
only 5 and Howard 9 students for the
freshman classes.

This regional plan offers the only hope
for continued operation of Meharry. It
can be acquired under the terms of this
compact and Negro students in even
larger numbers may there be trained to
render medical services in a highly
credited institution.

This compact, in my opinion, and the
program that will become possible in the
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South under its provisions, may well be-
come a pattern that will be followed in
other sections of the country in the field
of higher education.

Its approval by the Congress is of far-
reaching importance,

Mr.CARROLL. Mr, Chairman, recog-
nizing the great need of opportunities
for higher learning for Negroes in the
fields of medicine, dentistry, and other
professional and educational pursuits, I
am loath to vote against any resolution
or bill which will give aid and assistance
toward achieving this goal.

Notwithstanding the high purposes nor
intending to impugn the motives of those
who sponsor House Joint Resolution 334,
for my part I desire to keep the record
clear on racial segregation. In my opin-
ion congressional approval of this resolu-
tion could very well be interpreted as
placing the stamp of approval on the
principle of segregation,

In view of recent Supreme Court de-
cisions and in view of the gradual pro-
gress that is being made, I decline to take
any action which possibly can be in-
terpreted as tending to nullify the Su-
preme Court decisions, and therefore
have decided to cast my vote against
the passage of this resolution.

Mr. REED of Illinois. Mr, Chairman,
I have no further requests for time.

Mr. WALTER. Mr, Chairman, I have
no further requests for time.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, etc.,, That the compact entered
into at the conference of southern governors
at Tallahassee, Fla., on February 8, 1948, be-
tween the States of Alabama, Arkansas, South
Carolina, Florida, Georgia, Maryland, Missis-
sippi, Tennessee, and Texas, and such other
States named therein who have or may be-
come parties thereto, to wit, the Btates of
Virginia, West Virginia, North Carolina, Een-
tucky, Loulsiana, and Oklahoma, sald com-
pact relating to the establishment of the
Board of Control for Southern Regional Edu-
cation, providing for the planning, establish-
ment, acquisition, and operation of educa-
tional institutions on a regional basis, sup-
ported by public funds derived from taxation
by the constituent States, in accordance with
the terms, provisions, and conditions set out
and contained in said compact, is hereby con-
sented to by the Congress of the United
States of America——

Mr. REED of Illinois (interrupting the
reading of the joint resolution). Mr.
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
further reading of the joint resolution
be dispensed with and that it be printed
in the Recorp together with the commit-
tee amendments.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
to the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

Committee amendment: Page 2, after line
7, add the following: “sald compact 8 here-
in referred to being as follows:

“Whereas the States who are parties here-
to have during the past several years con-
ducted careful investigation looking towards
the establishment and maintenance of joint-
1y owned and operated regional educational
institutions in the Southern States in the
professional, technological, scientific, literary
and other fields, so as to provide greater edu-
cational advantages and facllities for the
citizens of the several States who reside
within such region; and

“Whereas Meharry Medical College of
Nashville, Tenn., has proposed that its lands
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buildings, equipment, and the net income
from its endowment be turned over to the
Southern States, or to an agency acting in
their behalf, to be operated as a regional
institution for medical, dental and nursing
education upon terms and conditions to be
hereafter agreed upon between the Southern
States and Meharry Medical College, which
proposal, because of the present financial
condition of the institution, has been ap-
proved by the sald States who are parties
hereto; and

“Whereas the said States desire to enter
into & compaet with each other providing
for the planning and establishment of re-
gional educational facilities; and

“Now therefore, in consideration  of the
mutual agreements, covenants, and obliga-
tions assumed by the respective States who
are partles hereto (hereinafter referred to as
‘States’), the sald several States do hereby
form a geographical district or reglion consist-
ing of the areas lying within the boundaries
of the contracting States which, for the pur-
poses of this compact, shall constitute an
area for reglonal education supported by
public funds derived from taxation by the
constituent States for the establishment,
acquisition, operation, and maintenance of
regional educational schools and institutions
for the benefit of citizens of the respective
States residing within the region so estab.
lished as may be determined from time to
time in accordance with the terms and pro-
visions of this compact.

“The States do further hereby establish
and create a joint agency which shall be
known as the Board of Control for Southern
Regional Education (hereinafter referred to
as the ‘board’), the members of which board
shall consist of the governor of each State,
ex officio, and two additional citizens of each
State to be appointed by the governor there-
of, at least one of whom shall be selected
from the fleld of education. The governor
shall continue as a member of the board dur-
ing his tenure of office as governor of the
State, but the members of the board ap-
pointed by the governor shall hold office for
a period of 5 years except that in the original
appointment one board member so appointed
by the governor shall be designated at the
time of his appointment to serve an initial
term of 3 years, but thereafter his successor
shall serve the full term of 5 years. Vacan-
cles on the board caused by death, resigna-
tion, refusal, or inability to serve, shall be
filled by appointment by the governor for
the unexpired portion of the term. The
officers of the board shall be a chairman, a
vice chairman, a secretary, a treasurer, and
such additional officers as may be created
by the board from time to time., The board
shall meet annually and officers shall be
elected to hold office until the next annual
meeting. The board shall have the right to
formulate and establish bylaws not incon-
sistent with the provisions of this compact
to govern its own actions in the performance
of the duties delegated to it including the
right to create and appoint an executive com-
mittee and a finance committee with such
powers and authority as the board may dele-
gate to them from time to time,

“It shall be the duty of the board to subm
plans and recommendations to the States
from time to time for their approval and
adoption by appropriate legislative action for
the development, establishment, acquisition,
operation, and maintenance of educational
schools and Institutions within the geo-
graphical limits of the regional area of the
SBtates, of such character and type and for
such educational purposes, professional,
technological, scientific, literary, or otherwise,
as they may deem and determine to be proper,
necessary, or advisable. Title to all such
educational institutions when so established
by appropriate legislative actions of the
States and to all properties and facilities used
in connection therewith shall be vested in
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sald board as the agency of and for the use
and benefit of the said States and the citizens
thereof, and all such educational institutions
shall be operated, maintained, and financed
in the manner herein set out, subject to any
provisions or limitations which may be con-
tained In the legislative acts of the States
authorizing the creation, establishment, and
operation of such educational institutions.

“The board shall have such additional and
general power and authority as may be vested
in it by the States from time to time by
legislative enactments of the said States.

. "Any two or more States who are parties of

this compact shall have the right to enter
into supplemental agreements providing for
the establishment, financing, and operation
of regional educational institutions for the
benefit of citlzens residing within an area
which constitutes a portion of the general
region herein created, such institutions to
be financed exclusively by such States and to
be controlled exclusively by the members of
the board representing such SBtates provided
such agreement is submitted to and approved
by the board prior to the establishment of
such institutions.

“Each State agrees that, when authorized
by the legislature, it will from time to time
make avallable and pay over to sald Board
such funds as may be required for the es-
tablishment, acquisition, operation, and
maintenance of such reglonal educational in-
stitutions as may be authorized by the States
under the terms of this compact, the contri-
bution of each State at all times to be in the
proportion that its population bears to the
total combined population of the States who
are parties hereto as shown from time to time
by the most recent official published report of
the Bureau of Census of the United States of
America or upon such other basis as may be
agreed upon.

“This compact shall not take effect or be
binding upon any State unless and until it
shall be approved by proper legislative action
of as many as six or more of the States whose
governors have subscribed hereto within a
period of 18 months from the date hereof.
When and if six or more States shall have
glven legislative approval to this compact
within said 18 months period, it shall be and
become binding upon such six or more States
60 days after the date of legislative approval
by the sixth State and the Governors of such
six or more States shall forthwith name the
members of the Board from their States as
hereinabove set out, and the Board shall then
meet on call of the Governor of any State ap-
proving this compact, at which time the
Board shall elect officers, adopt bylaws, ap-
point committees, and otherwise fully organ=
ize. Other States whose names are sub-
scribed hereto shall thereafter become parties
hereto upon approval of this compact by leg=
islative action within 2 years from the date
hereof, upon such conditions as may be
agreed upon at the time.

“After becoming effective this compact
shall thereafter continue without limitation
of time: Provided, however, That it may be
terminated at any time by unanimous action
of the States: And provided further, That
any State may withdraw from this compact
if such withdrawal is approved by its legisla-
ture, such withdrawal to become effective 2
years after written notice thereof to the
Board accompanied by a certified copy of the
requisite legislative action, but such with-
drawal shall not relieve the withdrawing
State from its obligations hereunder accruing
up to the effective date of such withdrawal.
Any State so withdrawing shall ipso facto
cease to have any claim to or ownership of
any of the property held or vested in the
Board or to any of the funds of the Board
held under the terms of this compact.

_“If any State shall at any time become
in default in the performance of any of its
obligations assumed herein or with respect
to any obligation imposed upon said State
as authorized by and in compliance with the
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terms and provisions of this compact, all
rights, privileges and benefits of such de-
faulting State, its members on the Board and
its citizens -shall ipso facto be and become
suspended from and after the date of such
default. TUnless such default shall be
remedied and made good within a period
of 1 year immediately following the date of
such default this compact may be termi-
nated with respect to such defaulting State
by an affirmative vote of three-fourths of
the members of the Board (exclusive of the
members representing the State in default),
from and after which time such State shall
cease to be a party to this compact and
shall have no further claim to or ownership
of any of the property held by or vested
in the Board or to any of the funds of the
Board held under the terms of this compact,
but such termination shall iIn no manner
release such defaulting Btate from any ac-
crued obligation or otherwise effect this com-
pact or the rights, duties, privileges or ob-
lgations of the remaining States thereunder,
“In witness whereof this compact has been
approved and signed by the Governors of the
several States, subject to the approval of
their respective legislatures in the manner
hereinabove set out, as of the 8th day of
February 1948.
“By MILLARD CALDWELL,
“Governor, State of Florida,
“By Wa, PresToN LANE, Jr,,
“Governor, State of Maryland.
“By M. E, THOMPSON,
“Governor, State of Georgia.
"By :
“Governor, State of Louisiana.
“By James E, FoLsomM,
“Governor, State of Alabama.
"By F. L. WRIGHT,
“Governor, State of Mississipptl.
IIB
Gomoryc'ommonwealth of Kentucky.
“By Jimx McCorp,
“Governor, State of Tennessee.
“By —_—
“Governor, CGmmonweauh of Virginia,
"By BEN LANEY,
“Governor, State of Arkansas,

“Governor, state of North Carolina.
“By J. STrRoM THURMOND,
“Governor, State of South Carolina.
“By Beaurorp H. JESTER,
“Governor, State of Tezas.
“By

“Gavemor State of Oklahoma.

[

"Govemor, state of West Virginia.”

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the committee amendment.
The committee amendment was agreed

to.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Chairman,
I move to strike out the last word.

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the
pending resolution, which places the
congressional stamp of approval on
segregation in education. Congress can-
not permit itself to place its stamp of
approval thereon. How we can do it in
light of the decision which the Supreme
Court handed down only yesterday is
beyond me.

I read from a letter which I received
from the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People, a letter
that was sent to every Member of Con-
gress:

We solicit your wigozous opposition to
House Joint Resolution 334. This resolution
asks Congress to approve a compact entered
into on February 8, 1948, and signed by 14
Southern governors to make Meharry Medi-
cal School, located In Nashville, Tenn., a
regional school for Negroes and to estab-
lish other regional schools, It was reported
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favorably by the House Judiclary Commit-
tee on February 16 without careful analy=
sis, public hearings, or any opportunity
whatsoever for the groups gravely affected
by the compact to express their views.

Our principal reasons for opposing this
resolution are these:

1. The testimony of the proponents of this
legislation before the subcommittee of the
Benate Judiciary Committee established by
their own admission that the regional insti-
tutions would be operated on a segregated
basis. It is also an undisputed fact that the
laws of every Btate signatory to this com-
pact require segregation in education.

2. It is our conviction after careful con-
slderation of all the facts and surrounding
circumstances, that it represents a bold at-
tempt to circumvent decisions of the Su-
preme Court of the United States in Mis-
souri! vs, University of Oklahoma (January
12, 1948) which require States to furnish to
Negro students educational opportunity
equal to that furnished white students
within the State boundaries.

3, Congress should not put its stamp of
approval on racial segregation.

Mr. Chairman, on the basis of the rea-
sons set forth by the association, on the
basis of the decision in Missouri against
University of Oklahoma, on the basis of
the decision handed down yvesterday with
reference to restricted covenants, in the
light of conditions that exist throughout
the world today, to pass this resolution is
simply placing the stamp of approval on
segregation. By this resolution Congress
gives its blessing to the brazen violations
of the fourteenth amendment that exists
in these States that have entered into
this compact. I most strenuously urge
the membership of this House to reject

the resolution.

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pro forma amend-
ment.

Mr. Chairman, we have heard these
attacks from this so-called Association
for the Advancement of the Colored
People before. The organization does
not represent the better element of the
Negroes of this country. In fact it is
doing the Negroes of this country, and
especially of the South, infinitely more
harm than good. It is not interested in
the welfare of the Negroes of the South,
and neither is the gentleman from New
York [Mr. MARCANTONIO].

We passed a bill for the establishment
of a Negro veterans’ hospital in Virginia
recently. It was supported and spon-
sored by the Booker T. Washington
Foundation, and by the Negroes of the
Booker T. Washington Institute who
came here and worked incessantly for
the passage of that measure. Yet, we
had this bunch representing enemy in-
terests come in here and try to block its
passage, because they say they are op-
posed to segregation.

Here the people of the South are of-
fering the Negroes an institution the like
of which they have never had before.
Yet, this organization, which I regard as
a Communist front, is bending every
effort to defeat it.

If you really want to do something for
the Negroes of this country, and at the
same time maintain peace between the
two races, vote for this resolution.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the
gentleman from Mississippi has expired.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chfirman, 1
move to strike out the last two words,
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Mr. Chairman, the argument ad-
vanced by the distinguished gentleman
from New York is answered in the very
decision he mentions, the decision
handed down by the Supreme Court late
yesterday afterncon. From a very cas-
ual examination of that decision I have
reached the conclusion that if there are
any agreements whereby colored people
would not be provided with the same
educational advantages which the white
people have, under this decision that
agreement would not be valid and would
be stricken down. -

In this connection, I would like to
call your attention to part of the deci-
sion in which the Court said:

The power of the Federal courts to en-
force the terms of private agreements is at
all times exercised subject to the restric-
tions and limitations of the public policy
of the United States as manifested in the
Constitution, treaties, Federal statutes, and
applicable legal precedents. Where the en-
forcement of private agreements would be
violative of that policy, it is the obliga-
tion of courts to refrain from such exertions
of judicial power.

We are here concerned with action of
Federal courts of such a nature that if
taken by the courts of a State would violate
the prohibitory provisions of the fourteenth
amendment. Shelley versus Kraemer, su-
pra. It is not consistent with the public pol-
icy of the United States to permit Federal
courts in the Nation's Capital to exercise
general equitable powers to compel action
denied the State courts where such State
action has been held to be violative of the
guaranty of the equal protection of the laws,
‘We cannot presume that the public policy
of the United States manifests a lesser con-
cern for the protection of such basic rights
against discriminatory action of Federal
courts than against such action taken by the
courts of the States.

Mr. Chairman, I repeat, this very de-
cision is a complete answer to the ar-
gument advanced by the gentleman from
New York.

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I move
to strike out the last two words.

Mr. Chairman, I just want to assure
the distinguished gentleman from New
York, and any others who may have any
doubt, that the purpose of this resolu-
tion is to comply with the decisions of the
Supreme Court. This is the first oppor-
tunity that the South has ever had, due
to poor financial status, even by pooling
resources, to build really worth-while in-
stitutions of higher learning for any of
its citizens in all the broad field of grad-
uate study.

May I point out, too, that not only is
this compact approved by th2 very
foundations that have made the appro-
priations to make it possible for Meharry
College at Nashville, Tenn., to exist and
to render the most efficient service that
has ever been rendered to our colored
friends, graduating more than half of
the doctors and dentists of that race,
and also approved by its student body of
over 500 pupils; not only that, but you
all received this letter from Meharry
College, from which I quote:

This plan is supported by the Meharry
alumni who as professional men and women
realize the profound consequences. It is
supported by the Meharry undergraduates
who see at®stake their whole professional
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careers and their opportunity to be of serv=-
ice to their people. It would be supported,
if its implications were correctly understood,
by the majority of the Negro population.

Not only that, members of the com-~
mittee, but it is endorsed strongly by the
head and by the board of directors of the
Carnegie Foundation, the Russell Sage
Foundation, the Rockefeller Foundation,
and every other foundation that is inter-
ested in the promotion of better race re-
lations and of giving adequate post-
graduate schooling to both races. It is
the only chance we have ever had. What
we want to do is to cooperate with the
Julius Rosenwald fund that has done so
much for us in the South and with these
other agencies, and with the 410 best
minds in the educational field. There is
not a single one, so far as the record
shows, or so far as I know, who, as an
educator of national standing, is opposed
to the purpose of this compact. There
is not u thing in the world in this resolu-
tion or in the imagination of anyone who
understands, that could promote any ill
will or hatred. There is not a thing here
that could possibly lead to anything but
good for both races. We beg of Congress
nothing but its consent to this compact
so that it may be employed to give us
the only chance we have ever had of giv-
ing to our brothers in black, and our own
children, the higher education to which
we feel they are entitled.

Mr, CHELF. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. HOBBS. I am delighted to yield.

Mr. CHELF. For the purpose of the
record, I might say to the gentlemen
here who make up the committee, that
I happened to serve on Subcommittee No.
1 of the Committee on the Judiciary
which had to do with this bill when it
was first introduced. I happen to know
that no one appeared in opposition to the
bill, and when the subcommittee, under
the leadership of the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. REED], our beloved subcom-
mittee chairman, reported the bill to the
full committee of the Committee on the
Judiciary, we delayed it for another two
or three meetings so as to give anyone in
opposition an opportunity to be heard.
I believe that the only communication
which our chairman, the gentleman from
Michigan [Mr. MicHENER] received, was
a wire from the city of New York, from
some organization, that said they were
displeased. So, there was no one who
appeared in opposition to the bill at all,
before our committees, yet we still post-
poned action by the full committee until
the opposition had been given full hear-
ing by the Senate subcommittee,

Mr. HOBBS. The passage and ap-
proval of this resolution would cost the
National Government nothing. It would
simply give the consent of Congress to
the compact tentatively entered into at
the conference of southern governors at
Tallahassee, Fla., on February 8, 1948.

The Constitution of the United States
requires:

No State shall, without the consent of
Congress * * * enter into any agreement
or compact with another State, or with a
forelgn power (art. I, sec. 10, clause 3).

One hundred and one interstate com-
pacts have been approved by Congress.
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None, seriously suggested, has ever been
denied.

This compact is set forth in extenso
in the resolution.

The conference of southern governors
has been working toward this laudable
end since 1935. The signatory States
have now, for the first time, become fi-
nancially able to establish and support
such schools. For many of them, if not
all, it is still impossible to finance, in-
dividually, such schools of the high stan-

-dard of excellence contemplated.

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Chairman, the com-
pact—House Joint Resolution 334—
sponsored by the Governors of, our
Southern States for the regional educa-
tion program should be adopted. It is
my information that for the past several
years the Southern Governors’ Confer-
ence has been studying and considering
and working toward solution of the
problem of providing better educational
facilities in the South on a regional basis
in the field of higher education. The
compact which the southern governors
have presented for approval by the Con-
gress has been thoroughly debated and
considered for many months. The reso-
lution which we are considering here
today giving congressional approval to
the compact has been the subject of ex-
tensive hearings both by the Senate and
the House Judiciary Committees and the
resolution has been passed by the Sen-
ate. Final approval of the compact now
only requires passage by the House and
approval by the President to insure the
accomplishment of the long-planned
higher education program in the South.

I have studied the compact and the
hearings on this measure. This measure
is one of the miost progressive and for-
ward moves that has been presented in
many years and I therefore hope that
the resolution will be adopted without
dissent. With the adoption of this com-
pact two or more or several of the South-
ern States may construct and build ex-
tensive higher ‘educational institutions
and advance the cause of education in
the South, particularly in the professions
and fields of highly specialized technical
training. Someone has advanced the
idea that each State should provide indi-
vidually such educational institutions.
This is entirely unnecessary and cannot
in reality be accomplished for practical
reasons. Such a move would be too ex-
pensive and furthermore the number of
students from individual States attend-
ing these advanced and higher educa-
tional institutions would be too limited
and small in number to justify such
schools in every State. On a regional
basis all of the States in the southern
area can participate and construct and
?uﬂd great institutions of higher learn-
ng. ~

The program offers immediate ad-
vantages that cannot be realized by the
several States independent of each other
for a great number of years. Further-
more, educators have long pointed out
the advantages of providing regional
educational institutions. Dr. Oliver C.
Carmichael, president of the Carnegie
Foundation, along with many other
outstanding educators, has endorsed the

scheme. Inevitably, such a program
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will follow in other sections of the Nation.
Various regions of our counfry are be-
coming known as sections for specialized
education. As an example, Georgia
Tech at Atlanta is considered one of the
most outstanding engineering schools in
the South. Vanderbilt University School
of Medicine is considered one of the most
outstanding, if not the most outstand-
ing, medical school in the South. Stu-
dents desiring to study medicine come
from all over the South and other States
to attend Vanderbilt University School
of Medicine. All of the States of the
South do not have comparable medical
schools and some States do not afford
medical education to students of their
State at all. There is no reason why
this compact should not be approved,
thereby permitting the States of the
South to pool their resources and work
toward the building and maintaining of
regional universities—schools of higher
learning in the technical sciences and
professions. There is a great need for
such educational institutions, especially
in the South, and the adoption of this
resolution will implement and forward
this most worth-while planning and en-
deavor. With its adoption we will see
in time the growth of large medical and
dental schools, schools of forestry, min-
ing, engineering, and veterinary science,
and other professional and technical
schools providing advanced training in
the South on a regional basis. As an
initial step in this direction the compact
provides for the acquisition of Meharry
Medical College located at Nashville,
Tenn., to be jointly owned, operated, and
controlled by the Southern States and
to be operated as a regional institution
through funds afforded by contributions
from the Southern States. This is only
one of several such schools that will re-
sult from the adoption of the resolution
authorizing regional educational in-
stitutions.

Mr. Chairman, this is a step in the
right direction and represents a solution
to a most pressing problem, I am
pleased to give the measure my support
and I trust that the compact may be
speedily approved and higher education
advanced in the South.

Mr. DEVITT. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Devirr; On
page 2, line 7, after the comma insert “Pro-
vided, That the planning, establishment, ac«
quisition, and operation of educational in=-
stitutions under the compact be not in con-
flict with the Constitution and laws of the
United States.”

Mr. DEVITT. Mr, Chairman, I offer
this amendment in accordance with a
suggestion made by the Attorney General
of the United States speaking through
Peyton Ford, Assistant to the Attorney
General. The recommendation was
made in a letter dated March 15, 1948,
sent by Mr. Ford to the Honorable ALEX-
ANDER WILEY, chairman of the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary of the United States
Senate, in connection with hearings held
in that body on Senate Joint Resolution
191, a companion measure to the resolu-
tion we are considering today. It appears
that the objectives of this House joint
resolution were very commendable, but I
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think we should make very sure ‘that
the Congress does not put its stamp of
approval upon any contemplated action
which may be contrary to the Constitu-
tion or the laws of the United States.
The amendment I have offered seeks to
negative any such intent on the part of
the Congress.

Article I, section 10 of the Constitution
requires that the Congress give its con-
sent to any agreement or compact be-
tween the States. This resolution today
is a technical compliance with the re-
quirements of the Constitution. It is
not within the province of the Congress
to determine legislative policy within the
various States. The constitutions and
laws of some of the States of the Union
contain provisions which may well be at
variance with the Constitution and laws
of the United States. For this Congress
to give its blanket approval to the com-
pact without an expression of the kind
embodied in my amendment would be an
action which by inference would give
congressional approval to those doubt-
ful provisions of the various State con-
stitutions and laws dealing with dis-
crimination and segregation.

Just yesterday the Supreme Court of
the United States, in the case of Hurd
against Hodge, et al.,, held that the
judicial branch of the Government would
not give its approbation to real-estate
covenants prohibiting the transfer of cer-
tain properties to persons of the colored
race, and denied the use of the Federal
judicial machinery in an action seeking
to enforce such covenants. The judicial
branch of the Government has refused its
approbation of such nonconstitutional
principle; the legislative branch of the
Government should refuse to give its
sanction to a compact, the execution of
which will undoubtedly involve the ap-
plication of State constitutional pro-
visions and laws which are of doubtful
constitutionality. The amendment of-
fered seeks to withhold congressional
approval of State constitutional and leg-
islative enactments at variance with our
United States Constitution and laws.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr, Chairman,
will the gentleman yield?

Mr. DEVITT. Iyield tothe gentleman
from New York.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. The gentleman
merely provides in his amendment that
nothing in this resolution shall be in vio-
lation of the Constitution?

Mr. DEVITT. That is right.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. With all due
respect to the gentleman, we might as
well add the Lord’s Prayer to that
amendment.

Mr. DEVITT. I would be glad to add
that if it were germane.

Mr. MARCANTONIO, I think the
gentleman ought to be realistic and put
in what the Supreme Court said.

Mr. DEVITT. If the gentleman wants
to amend my amendment, the gentleman
is free to do so. I will be very happy to
have him do so.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. With all due
respect, may I say to the gentleman that
his amendment is meaningless?

Mr. DEVITT, I will leave that to the
House.
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The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentleman
from Minnesota.

The amendment was rejected.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, I offer
an amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. Keating: On
page 9, line 24, insert a new section reading
as follows:

“Sec. 2. This consent of the Congress of
the United States of America shall not con-
stitute nor be construed to constitute an
endorsement of the principle of segregation
in education.”

Mr. KEATING. Mr, Chairman, a seri-
ous objection which I have heard voiced
to this legislation is that by passing it
this Congress would be placing its stamp
of approval upon the principle of segre-
gation in education. As we all know,
there are some States, in fact, I think
this applies to all of those who are sig-
natories to this pact, which have in their
State statutes or in their constitutions,
or both, provisions for segregation in
education. It is not within our power to
change those provisions. There are
other States, however, which do not rec-
ognize the principle of segregation in
their public schools. It seems to me we
should be extremely careful, if we adopt
this legislation, not to take a step which
the American people will construe as an
effort to place the stamp of Federal ap-
proval upon the principle of segregation
in education.

My friends from the Southern States,
including the able author of this joint
resolution, have repeatedly said that it
was not the intention of this measure to
approve of segregation.

It seems to me, therefore, that this
proposed additional section, if it is not
in conflict with the remainder of the
joint resolution, is not objectionable. If
it is in conflict with the remainder of the
resolution, if the resolution is intended to
say that we are placng the Federal stamp
of approval on segregation in education,
then there are many here, I feel sure,
otherwise favorable to the resolution,
who under those circumstances would
oppose it.

As a matter of fact, I have serious
doubt about the necessity for passing
this joint resolution at all. All the
measures heretofore adopted which ap-
proved compacts between the States re-
late to such things as apportionment of
waters, construction of bridges or tun-
nels, boundary agreements, and the
like. None of them have to do with any-
thing akin to such an agreement as we
are here discussing today.

Mr. WALTER. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEATING. 1 yield.

Mr. WALTER. Do I understand the
gentleman fo say there is no need for
this resolution?

Mr, EEATING. In my judgment, the
States in question could probably accom-
plish what they are here seeking to do
without a compact between them of such
a nature as to require approval by the
Congress.

Mr. WALTER. I would call the gen-
tleman’s attention to that part of article
I, section 10 of the Constitution which




5274

provides that no State shall, without the
consent of Congress, enter into any
agreement or compact with any State.

Mr. KEATING, I am familiar with
the constitutional provision. That is the
very reason we are here. What I am say-
ing is that the Supreme Court has held
that the compacts referred to in the Con-
stitution as requiring congressional con-
sent are those which transcend Federal
jurisdiction, rights, and powers, not all
agreements. That point was empha-
sized by Governor Caldwell, of Florida,
a witness before the Senate Committee
on the Judiciary. He referred to the
Tennessee-Virginia case in which the
Supreme Court so held.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr.
Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. KEATING. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Was
thig amendment which is now under con-
sideration submitted to the committee?

Mr. KEATING. The committee that
had the bill under consideration is my
own committee, I will say to the gentle-
man. I have submitted the amendment
to certain members of the committee,
some of whom think it is all right. The
objection which others make to it is that
it is in conflict with the main provisions
of the billitself. In otherwords,their po-
sition is that necessarily inherent in the
joint resolution is a Federal pronounce-
ment that we approve of segregation in
education and that this amendment is,
therefore, inconsistent with the under-
lying purpose of the measure. If that is
its purpose, I cannot support it. The ac-
tion taken on this amendment clarifies
the issue. -

Mr. HOBBS. Mr. Chairman, I rise in
opposition to the amendment.

Mr. Chairman, of course no one could
think for a moment that the passage of
this joint resolution would be an endorse-
ment by the Congress of the principle
of segregation in education. It simply
does exactly the reverse, It gives its con-
sent to the 15 Southern States to pool
their resources and provide adequate
post-graduate schooling for white and
black under the existing segregation
laws of those States, and that could not
possibly include any endorsement by
Congress of the principle of segregation.
But it does recognize that under the Con-
stitution of the United States, the Fed-
eral Government has nothing whatso-
ever to do with the local affairs nor the
powers of police in the several States.
This resolution works hand in glove with
the decisions of the Supreme Court of
the United States by complying with the
requirement that equal educational op-
portunity be offered each race. It does
not lie within the power of Congress to
strike down the segregation laws of any
State which are now in existence. It
does not endorse them. It simply gives
consent of the Congress that the co-
operating States might pool their re-
sources and continue to operate in line
with the Supreme Court decisions, by
offering equal educational opportunities.
It does not approve the status quo. It
does not seek to change it. Therefore,
with all due respect to the profound
knowledge of my colleague of the Com-
mittee on the Judiciary, I do not believe
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that his amendment is either apropos or
wise.

Mr. KEATING. Mr. Chairman, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. HOBBS. I am so happy to yield
to the distinguished gentleman.

Mr. KEATING. In view of the fact
that it is the contention of the gentleman
that this bill does not give Federal sanc-
tion to the principle of segregation, does
the gentleman see any harm in our say-
ing so in so many words?

Mr. HOBBS. Not at all, except that
I think it would encumber the record in
a way that you do not intend and that
it is perfectly innocuous and of no effect.
I think it would open the way to argu-
ment which would be hurtful. I beg your
consideration of the main point that I
am seeking to make, namely, that Con-
gress could not if it would, and would not
if it could, pass any law that is contrary
to the Constitution of the United States
and invade the province of the Southern
States under our constitutional system
of dual sovereignty.

For those reasons and for the further
reason that the adoption of your amend-
ment would be absolutely ineffective, save
to stir up useless questions, debate, and
possible strife, I urge that it be voted
down.

Mr. GWYNNE of Iowa. Mr. Chair-
man, I move to strike out the last two
words.

Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a
word generally on the subject of com-
pacts. As the gentleman from Pennsyl-
vania [Mr. WaLTer] has said, the Con-
stitution provides that no compact shall
be entered into between the States with-
out the consent of the Congress. This
provision was inserted in the Constitu-
tion without much debate, and so far as
I know without any opposition.

I have always felt that this matter of
compacts between the States should be
encouraged by the Congress and not dis-
couraged. Many times States in the
same general region might solve their
problems by this compact method in-
stead of coming down to Congress to have
them solved here. For example, I think
this resolution indicates a proper field
within which the States may well oper-
ate. I know, for instance, that we have
in Towa one of the best agricultural col-
leges in the country. There are other
nearby States that do not have our agri-
cultural resources. We might well con-
sider in Iowa the pooling of our agricul-
tural resources with the mining re-
sources and technical knowledge of other
States, Minnesota, perhaps, and by our
joint efforts with much less expenditure
of money build up colleges which would
be able to compete with the large col-
leges in the East.

I do not believe that the question of
racial discrimination is involved at all in
this resolution. The fourteenth amend-
ment limits what a State may do in the
matter of segregation and racial dis-
crimination. That fourteenth amend-
ment, of course, applies to the action of
the States individualy as well as collec-
tively through a compact; so I say the
question of racial discrimination is all
beside the point in this debate.

Someone has suggested that ratifica-
tion is nof necessary, that the States
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might act without ratification of the
Congress. I do not so understand it.
In most States a taxpayer's suit is the
proper method of testing the legality of
any expenditure. In most States the
legislative body could not appropriate
money to a college in some other State
unless it proceeded through this method
given in the Constitution. It could be
challenged if done by a taxpayer’s suit.

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chairman, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. GWYNNE of Iowa. I yield.

Mr. O'HARA. With reference to the
amendment, would it not be true that it
would be presumed, without the lan-
guage of the amendment, that Congress
intended in this resolution that it should
follow the Constitution and the laws of
the land?

Mr. GWYNNE of Towa. The Congress
is obligated to follow the Constitution.
I think a statement that we intend to do
so adds nothing. The whole matter of
racial discrimination is regulated by the
fourteenth amendment as interpreted by
the Court.

Mr. ISACSON. Mr. Chairman, I rise
in opposition to the pro forma amend-
ment.

The South has been driven into a
corner by Supreme Court decisions
against the total denial of professional
and graduate training to Negroes in
southern tax-supported universities. But
the old South is determined to hold on
to racial segregation even in the face of
bankruptey if they obey the edict of the
Supreme Court that they must supply
substantially equal facilities to Negroes.
To get off the horns of this dilemma,
even temporarily, there has been intro-
duced House Joint Resolution 334, asking
the “consent of Congress to the compact
regional education entered into between
the Southern States at Tallahassee, Fla.,
on February 8, 1948.”

Enactment of such legislation is re-
quired by the Federal Constitution, which
prohibits States entering into compacts
without prior consent of the Congress.
The southern governors piously declare
that such regional schools are to be cre-
ated for both white and Negro students.
Not one of them believes for a minute
that within foreseeable and calculable
time the existing white schools of law,
medicine, engineering, dentistry, phar-
macy, forestry, and graduate education
are going to be abandoned and their stu-
dents sent off to regional schools.

Whatever shrinking of private funds

‘for education may make necessary in the

future, the sole purpose and intent at
present of the regional plan, which ex-
perienced and wise Americans should
have been intelligent enough to see, is
to set up segregated regional schools for
Negroes and not for whites. Intelligent
Negroes and whites, particularly the
former, see through this dishonest
scheme and will oppose it with all the
organizational and political power at
their command. The Supreme Court
has repeatedly ruled that each State
must meet its obligations to its citizens
within the boundary of that State—
which incidentally happens to be the
bible of the States’ righters.

Obviously aware both of the doubtful
constitutionality of such enabling legis-
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lation as well as of the rising opposition,
proponents of the plan are attempting to
jam this legislation through Congress
with unprecedented speed. Representa-
tive Sam Hosss, of Alabama, secured al-
most instant approval by a Judiciary
Subcommittee of the resolution—House
Resolution 334—he introduced in the
House of Representatives. Almost
equally swift was the Senate in announc-
ing hearings on Senate Joint Resolution
191. But they were not swift enough to
stop requests of the opposition to be
heard.

One of the immediately apparent man-
ifestations of the real purposes back of
the legislation is its failure to include
provision that there shall be neither dis-
crimination nor segregation in the pro-
posed regional schools.

Even if the Congress is either so de-
luded or dishonest as to approve Senate
Joint Resolution 191 and its House coun-
terpart, it can be safely predicted that
the constitutionality of the legislation
will be promptlyy and unequivocally
challenged in the courts. The establish-
ment or attempted establishment of re-
gional schools for Negroes while existing
State graduate and professional schools
for whites continue in operation will be
in direct opposition to the entire trend
of United States Supreme Court deci-
sions of the past decade.

This attempt of the South, aided and
encouraged by Messrs. Young and Car-
michael, provides an ironic as well as
amusing commentary on the current
revolt of some of these same southern
governors who emit daily tirades against
northern and Federal interference, An
Associated Press dispatch from Gaines-
ville, Fla., dated March 5, reports that
the Southern Regional Educational
Council proposed a $76,400 budget to get
its plan for cooperative schools rolling.
The story adds that “the funds will be
sought from several philanthropic edu-
cational organizations,” presumably from
way down south on Fifth Avenue in New
York City where the offices of the Car-
negie Corp. are located.

These same governors threaten virtu-
ally every act of nonviolence or violence
against congressional legislation to
abolish lynching, the poll tax, and job
discrimination. But it seems to have no
reluctance in asking the same Congress

to enact Federal legislation to enable the

South to perpetuate educational dis-
crimination and segregation and to cir-
cumvent the clear and unmistakable
mandate of the United States Supreme
Court. We can believe that the southern
governors are honest only when they
come into court as well as the Congress
with clean hands by abolishing the legal
fiction and judicial myth of separate but
equal facilities.

Mr., TRIMBLE, Mr. Chairman, I ask
unanimous consent that the gentleman
from Arkansas [Mr. Hays] be permitted
to extend his remarks at this point in the
RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection
fo the request of the gentleman from
Arkansas?

There was no objection.

Mr., HAYS. Mr. Chairman, I strongly
recommend to Members of the House
House Concurrent Resolution 133, which
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would give congressional authority to the
interstate education compacts proposed
by 15 Southern States as the best method
of improving facilities for higher educa-
tion. The educational implications of
this proposal are tremendous. The vari-
ous States, by combining their resources,
can make available to the young people
of that section, both white and Negro, a
system of higher education that the
States, acting individually, could not
afford.

This plan was devised after a series of
conferences and months of investiga-
tions by the chief executives of the 15
States and their educafional advisers.
It is a sound plan, and one that can only
result in a higher standard for the South.

The State and Federal Governments
should cooperate to the fullest extent in
providing adequate educational opportu-
nities, and this compact is a long step in
that direction.

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on
the amendment offered by the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. KEATING].

The amendment was rejected.

The CHAIRMAN. Under the rule, the
Committee rises.

Accordingly the Committee rose; and
the Speaker having resumed the chair,
Mr. Dorriver, Chairman of the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the State
of the Union, reported that that Com-
mittee, having had under consideration
House Joint Resolution 334, giving the
consent of Congress to the compact on
regional education entered into between
the Southern States at Tallahassee,
Fla., on February 8, 1948, pursuant to
the provisions of House Resolution 551,
he reported the resolution back to the
House with an amendment adopted in
the Committee of the Whole.

The SPEAKER. Under the rule, the
previous question is ordered.

The question is on the amendment.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed
and read a third time and was read the
third time.

The SPEAKER. The question is on
the passage of the hill.

The question was taken.

Mr. MARCANTONIO. Mr. Speaker, I
object to the vote on the ground that a
quorum is not present and make the
point of order that a quorum is not
present.

The SPEAKER. Obviously a quorum
is not present.

The Doorkeeper will close the doors,
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absent
Members, and the Clerk will call the roll.

The question was taken; and there
were—yeas 236, nays 45, answered “pres-
ent” 1, not voting 149, as follows:

[Roll No. 65]

YEAS—2368
Abernethy Beall Byrne, N. Y.
Albert Beckworth Byrnes, Wis.
Allen, Calif, Bennett, Mich, Camp
Allen, I11 Bishop Canfield
Allen, La. Blackney Cannon
Andersen, Boggs, La. Chapman

H, Carl radley Chelf

Andrews, N. Y. Bramblett Chiperfield
Angell ehm Church
Arends Brooks Clark
Arnold Brown, Ga, Clason
Auchincloss Bulwinkle
Banta urleson Cole, Eans.
Barrett Busbey Cole, Mo.
Bates, Mass, Butler Cole, N. Y.

Combs Holmes Rayburn
Cooley Hope Redden
Cooper Hull Reed, Il
Corbett Jenison Reed, N. Y,
Cotton Jensen Rees
Coudert Johnson, Calif. Regan
Courtney Johnson, Ill.  Rich
Cox Johnson, Tex. Riley
Cravens Jones, N. C. Rizley
Crow Jones, Wash. Robertson
Cunningham Jonkman Rogers, Mass,
Curtis Judd Rohrbough
Dague Kean Ross
Davis, Ga, Keefe Russell
Davis, Tenn. Kefauver Sadlak
Davis, Wis. Kilday 8t. George
Dawson, Utah Landis Sanborn
Deane Lamham Sarbacher
Dolliver Latham Basscer
Domengeaux LeCompte Schwabe, Okla,
Dondero LeFevre Seely-Brown
Donohue Lemke Shafer
Dorn Lodge Short
Doughton Love SBimpson, Ill.
Durham Lucas Simpson, Fa.
Eaton Lusk Smith, Kans.
Elliott Lyle Smith, Va.

is McDonough Snyder
Elsaesser McGarvey Spence
Engel, Mich McMahon Stanley
Evins McMillen, Ill, Stefan
Fellows Mack Stevenson
Fenton Macy Stockman
Fernandez Mahon Stratton
Fisher Martin, JTowa  Taber
Flannagan Mason Talle
Fletcher Meyer Teague
Folger Michener Thomas, Tex.
Foote Miller, Md. Thompson
Fuller Miller, Nebr. Tibbott
Gallagher Mills Tollefson
Gamble Morris Towe
Gathings Morrison Trimble
Gavin Muhlenberg Twyman
Gearhart Murdock Vail
Gillette Murray, Tenn. Van Zandt
Goff Murray, Wis, Vinson
Goodwin Nicholson Vorys
Gore Norblad Vursell
Gossett Q'Hara ‘Wadsworth
Gregory O'Konskl Walter
Gross Pace Whitaker
Gwinn, N. Y. Passman Whitten
Gwynne, Iowa Patterson Whittington
Hale Philbin Wigglesworth
Hall, Phiilips, Calif., Wilson, Tex.

Leonard W. Phillips, Tenn. Winstead 2
Hardy Pickett ‘Wolcott
Harris Plumley ‘Wolverton
Hart Poage Wood
Hébert Potter Woodruft
Herter Potts Worley
Heselton Preston Younghblood
Hinshaw Priest
Hobbs Rankin

NAYS—45
Bloom Griffiths Lynch
Brophy Hagen MacKinnon
Buchanan Havenner Mansfield
Buck Heffernan Marcantonio
Buckley Holifield Miller, Conn.
Buffett Huber Morgan
Burke Isacson - Multer
Carroll Jackson, Wash. O'Brien
Dawson, Ill. Earsten, Mo, Owens
Delaney Keating Powell
Devitt Kelley Price, Il
Fogarty Kennedy Sabath
Forand Keogh Sadowskl
Gordon King Somers
Gorski Elein Welch
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—1
Hall, Edwin Arthur
NOT VOTING—149

Abbitt Carson Feighan
Anderson, Calif. Case, N. J. Fulton
Andresen, Case, 8. Dak. Garmatz

August H. Celler Gary
Andrews, Ala. Chadwick Gillle
Bakewell Chenoweth Graham

rden Clevenger Granger
Bates, Ey. Clippinger Grant, Ala.
Battle Colmer Grant, Ind
Bell Crawford Halleck
Bender Crosser Hand
Bennett, Mo. D'Ewart Harless, Ariz
Bland Dingell Harness, Ind
Blatnik Dirksen Harrison
Boggs, Del. Douglas Hartley
Bolton Eberharter
Bonner Ellsworth Hays
Boykin Elston Hedrick
Brown, Ohio Engle, Calif. Hendricks
Bryson Fallon ess




Hill McCormack Ramey
Hoeven McCowen Reeves
Hoffman McCulloch Richards
Horan McDowell Riehlman
Jackson, Calif, McGregor Rivers
Jarman McMillan, B. C. Rockwell
Javits Madden Rogers, Fla.
Jenkins, Ohlo Maloney Rooney
Jenkins, Pa. Manasco Schwabe, Mo.
Jennings Mathews Scoblick
Johnson, Ind, Meade, Ky. Scott, Hardie
Johnson, Okla. Meade, Md. Scott,
Jones, Ala. Merrow Hugh, D,, Jr,
Kearney . Miller, Calif. Scrivner
Kearns Mitchell Sheppard
Eee Monroney Sikes
Eerr Morton Smathers
Eersten, Wis. Mundt Smith, Malne
Kilburn Nixon Smith, Ohio
Kirwan Nodar Smith, Wis.
Knutson Norrell Stigler
Kunkel Norton Sundstrom
Lane O'Toole Taylor
Larcade Patman Thomas, N. J.
Lea Peden ‘Weichel

. Lesinski Peterson West,
Lewis, Ky. Pfeifer ‘Wheeler
Lewls, Ohio Ploeser Willlams
Lichtenwalter Poulson Wilson, Ind.
Ludlow Price, Fla.
MecConnell Rains

So the bill was passed.

The Clerk announced the following
pairs:

On this vote:

Mr. Abbitt for, with Mrs, Douglas against.

Mr. Graham for, with Mr. Hand against.

Mr, Battle for, with Mr. Pfeifer against.

Mr., Garmatz for, with Mr, Miller of Cali-
fornia against.

Mr. Colmer for, with Mr, Celler against.

Mr. Sheppard for, with Mr. Lesinski against.

Mrs, Smith of Maine for, with Mrs, Norton
against.

Mr. McMillan of South Carolina for, with
Mr. Rooney against.

Mr. McCormack for,
against.

Mr. Williams for, with Mr. Dingell against,

Mr. Harrison for, with Mr. O'Toole against.

Mr. Gary for, with Mr. Eberharter against,

Mr. Bonner for, with Mr. Blatnik against,

Mr, Patman for, with Mr. Sundstrom
against.

General pairs until further notice:

Mr. Halleck with Mr. Bryson.
Mr, Case of New Jersey with Mr. Fallon,
Mr. Thomas of New Jersey with Mr. Engle
of California.
Mr. Jenkins of Pennsylvania with Mr. Hays,
Mr. Hoeven with Mr. Boykin,
Mr. Chenoweth with Mr. Richards.
Mr. Bakewell with Mr. Smathers.
Mr, Rockwell with Mr. Granger,
Mr. Hugr D. Scott, Jr., with Mr. Rivers.
Mr. Kearns with Mr. Stigler,
Mr. Jenkins of Ohlo with Mr. Jarman,
. Eilburn with Mr. Rogers of Florida,
. McConnell with Mr. Jones of Alabama.
. McDowell with Mr. Crosser.
. Mathews with Mr., Grant of Alabama.
. Nodar with Mr. Andrews of Alabama.
Riehlman with Mr. Barden.
Taylor with Mr. Norrell.
Hardie Scott with Mr. Harless of Ari-

with Mr., EKirwan

g

Hess with Mr. Eee.
Maloney with Mr. Bell.
Mundt with Mr. Bland.
Weichel with Mr. EKerr.
Ramey with Mr. West.
August H, Andresen with Mr. Rains, ’
Bender with Mr. Price of Florida.
Hoffman with Mr. Ludlow.
Harness of Indiana with Mr. Barden.
Johnson of Indiana with Mr. Johnson
of Oklahoma.
Mr. Ploeser with Mr. Wheeler.
Mr. Reeves with Mr. Feighan.
Mr. Schwabe of Missouri with Mr. Lane,
Mr, Smith of Ohio with Mr. Lea.
Mr. Clevenger with Mr. Larcade.
Mrs. Bolton with Mr. Manasco.

8
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Bennett of Missouri with Mr. Hedrick,
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Mr. Carson with Mr. Meade of Maryland.
Mr. McGregor with Mr. Madden.

Mr. Lichtenwalter with Mr. Monroney.
Mr. McCowen with Mr. Peden.

Mr. McCulloch with Mr. Peterson.

Mr, Ellsworth with Mr, Hendricks,

Mr, Elston with Mr. Sikes.

Mr. Grant of Indiana with Mr. Bland.

Mr. BucHANAN, Mr, MorcaN, and Mr.
‘BurreTT changed their votes from “aye”
to “no.”

Mr. EpwiN ARTHUR HaLL changed his
vote from “aye” to “present.”

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.

The doors were opened.

A motion to reconsider was laid on the
table.

GENERAL LEAVE TO EXTEND ON THE
SOUTHERN STATES COMPACT BILL

Mr. REED of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I
ask unanimous consent that all Members
may be permitted to extend their own re-
marks in the REcorp immediately follow-
ing the conclusion of general debate on

- House Joint Resolution 334. 1

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Illinois?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. YOUNGBLOOD asked and was
glven permission to extend his remarks
in the Appendix of the RECORD.

Mr. SEELY-BROWN asked and was
given permission to extend his remarks
in the Appendix of the REcorp and in-
clude the remarks of Lucian O. Hunter,
Jr., post commander, at a luncheon given
in honor of Speaker MARTIN by AMVETS
Post, No. 19, on Monday, May 3.

Mr. KLEIN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp in three separate instances and
in each to include extraneous matter.

Mr. BUCHANAN asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp and include a citizen's letter on
the reciprocal trade agreements.

Mr. WALTER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the ReEcorp and include a
speech delivered by Mr. Kenneth F.
Kressler on Tuesday, April 20.

Mr. HAGEN asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the ReEcorp and include a
letter on the Marshall plan.

Mr. CANFIELD asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the ReEcorp and include a
statement made by a constituent.

Mr. McMAHON asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
Appendix of the REcorp and include an
article by Ralph Hendershot.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
for 15 minutes on Thursday next follow-
ing the legislative business of the day and
any special orders heretofore entered for
that day.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Vir-
ginia?

There was no objection.

Mr, HOLIFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to address the House
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for 30 minutes on Thursday next, follow-
ing the gentleman from Virginia.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from Cali-
fornia?

There was no objection.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

Mr. OWENS asked and was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp in respect to Polish Constitution
Day.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted as follows:

To Mr. Hoeven (at the request of
Mr. Dorriver), for the balance of the
week, on account of death in family.

CHRYSLER WORKERS

Mr. SADOWSKI. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 1
minute.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to
the request of the gentleman from
Michigan? :

There was no objection.

(Mr. Sapowskr asked and was given
permission to revise and extend his re-
marks and include an advertisement that
appeared in yesterday's Washington
Post.)

Mr. SADOWSKI Mr. Speaker, in
yesterday’s Washington Post appeared a
statement by the Chrysler workers’ local
union, which is one of the finest state-
ments I have seen put out by any organ-
ization at any time. It is particularly
interesting and I commend it very highly
to every Member of the House, I like-
wise want to commend the CIO union
for bringing this matter to the attention
of the people.

I believe that the statements made
require an answer from the Chrysler
Corp.

This statement says that the Chrysler
workers need a wage increase and that
fhrysler can pay it and cut car prices,

00.

The profits of the Chrysler Corp. in
1947 were 50 percent higher than the
average for all corporations in the highly
profitable automobile industry. The
profits of the Chrysler Corp. in 1947 came
to 256 percent on its investment.
Chrysler profits were so great in 1947
that they could have cut retail prices
$145 on every car and still have made 8
percent on its investment,

Mr. Speaker, this complete statement
by the Chrysler workers follows:
CHRYSLER WORKERS NEED A WAGE INCREASE—

anYSLm CAN PaY IT AND CUT CAR PRICES,

‘00
HERE'S PROOF
The corporation pfoﬁts

1, Chrysler profits: Profits of the Chrysler
Corp. in 1947—fasten your seat belt—
50 percent higher than the average for all
corporations in the highly profitable automo-
bile industry. -

2, Chrysler profits: Profits of the Chrysler
Corp. in 1947, after taxes, came to 25.6 per-
cent on its investment. The industry aver-
age was 17 percent.

8. Chrysler profits: Profits of the Chrysler
Corp. in 1947 were so great that each Chrysler
worker produced 68 cents in profit' for the
corporation every hour he worked.

4, Chrysler profits: Profits of the Chrysler
Corp. in 1947 were so great that it could have
cut retall prices $145 on every car it produced
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last year and still have made 8 percent on its
investment.

5. Chrysler profits: Profits of the Chrysler
Corp. in 1947 prove that the corporation can
grant every Chrysler worker a 30-cent-per=
hour wage increase and still make 1414 per-
cent on its investment, after taxes. It can
cut prices, grant the wage increase and still
make a good 6 to 8 percent on investment.

The workers’ needs

1, The Chrysler workers: The Chrysler
workers, like other American workers, have
taken the rap for the reactionary crime of de-
stroying price controls in the summer of
1046, Since that time, profits after taxes
have gone up 57 percent—but wages and sal-
aries have gone up only 18 percent. Profits
rose over three times as fast as the income
of the workers. Industry wanted the profits
of inflation—and got them.

2. The Chrysler workers: The family of
the average Chrysler worker must live on an
income of §13 below the minimum weekly in-
come fixed by the United States Bureau of
the Budget for a city worker's family of four,

8. The Chrysler workers: The average auto
worker's earnings rose 12 percent between
June 1946 and January 1948—but the cost of
living went up 27 percent.

4, The Chrysler workers: The Chrysler
worker’'s family could afford less than 80 per=-
cent of the food, clothing, and other neces-
sities which the breadwinner’'s pay check
could buy in the month price controls were
destroyed (June 1948).

6. The Chrysler workers: The Chrysler
workers, through their union, repeatedly
called on Congress and Big Business to roll
back prices, and made it clear that they
would prefer a price roll-back to a wage in-
crease. Both Congress and industry ignored
that call. Since prices were not rolled back,
and since they will continue to rise, a wage
increase is necessary., The Chrysler workers
refuse to take the rap for the reactionary
crime of inflation.

CHRYSLER'S OWN FIGURES FROVE UAW CASB

Here, from Chrysler's own 1847 annual re=-
port, are the figures that prove that the
Chrysler Corp. can pay the wage increase
asked by Chrysler workers and still make
extravagant profits.

Fact 1: Chrysler’'s pay roll last year, in-
cluding President K. T. Eeller's salary, was
$259,148,683.

Fact 2: Our 30-cent demand, with equiv-
alent percentage increases for white-collar
workers, amounts to 21.1 percent of the total
pay roll, or $54,680,351.

Fact 3: Chrysler's 1947 profits before taxes
amounted to $123,657,346.2

Fact 4 (fact 8 minus fact 2): After a 21.1
percent pay-roll increase to Chrysler workers,
Chrysler's profits before taxes would still be
$68,966,995.

Fact 6: Income taxes would then take
$28,614,406.2

Fact 6 (fact 4 minus fact 5): Leaving
profits after taxes of $40,352,689.

Fact 7: Btockholders' total investment in
the corporation at the beginning of 1947 was
$282,912,028.

Fact ¢ (fact 6 as a percentage of fact T):
Chrysler's rate of profit, after a 21.1 percent
wage and salary increase and after taxes,
would be 1414 percent.

THE A, B, C OF THE CHRYSLER WORKERS' WAGE
DEMANDS

A. The Chrysler Corp. can increase wages
without raising prices.

1This profit figure includes #5,166,126
charged by the corporation for extraordinary
depreciation. This deduction is inconsistent
with the corporation’s past policy and prob=-
ably will not be recognized by the U. 8. Treas«
ury for tax purposes.

% Chrysler figured its tax payments at 41.49
percent of its profits before taxes. We used
the same percentage.
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B. The Chrysler workers need this wage in-
crease to recover lost ground and make &
little progress.

C. The issue can be settled peacefully on
the basis of the facts.

Will the Chrysler Corp. heed the facts?
Chrysler workers want to know.

NATIONAL CHRYSLER DEPARTMENT AND

CHrYsLER Locan Unions, UAW-CIO.

The SPEAKER. Under previous spe-
cial order of the House, the gentleman
from North Carolina [Mr, FoLcer] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

WHERE ARE WE GOING?

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Speaker, accord-
ing to a statement made by one of our
colleagues it is hardly parliamentarily
correct to follow the addressing of the
Speaker by addressing the Members of
the House; but on this particular occa-
sion I wish to say to those who are pres-
ent and to those who by any chance
might read in the REcorp what I have
to say on this occasion that I am address-
ing myself in that way at the present

_time.

I am thinking about that which is most
important to all of us—the question of,
Where are we going? What is our desti-
nation? I am speaking from a consider-
ation of world affairs.

Mr. Speaker, I voted for ECA, ERP
or the Marshall plan, whichever you
might decide to call it, feeling that it
was destined to aid us in the reestablish-
ment of a democratic life particularly
in Europe and finally with something of a
gesture toward China.

The word “communism” has become
something of a byword which condemns
every segment and section of people any-
where under any circumstances. Of
course, we realize that communism is a
definite danger and a definite threat to
the world as well as a terrible life for any
people to live under in any domain. But
if we make the mistake in our earnest
and justified effort to eliminate the in-
fluences of communism in our own coun-
try and as far as we may in other lands,
we should not forget that there is such
a thing as totalitarian government on
the other side and there will never be an
end or the consummation of an end to be
desired with respect to communism as
long as we have tyrannical, totalitarian,
undemocratic, unrepresentative govern-
ments in other countries, People want
to be free. They want to enjoy what we
spoke about in our Constitution and in
our Declaration of Rights as the priv-
ilege of enjoying the fruits of our own
labor and pursuing happiness un-
hindered by authority, if you please, in
high places. 3

Let me read you something. I have
forgotten who wrote it, but I am sure
that whoever it was will not accuse me
of plagiarism in appropriating it on this
occasion:.

UNFINISHED ANTI-RED BUSINESS

In the midst of rejoicing over Communist
defeats in Colombia and Italy, responsible
leaders know that the Red problem in such
countries is still unfinished business. Far
more effective pravmttve measures are re-
quired. They are necessary on both inter-
national and national levels.

No country alone can deal adequately with
& conspiracy which is international in origin,
organization, and purpose. This is recognized

5277

by the Colombian Government and by the
Inter-American Conference in Bogota, which
the Reds almost succeeded in killing. So the
21 nations there have agreed unanimously
to cooperate in urgent measures to prevent
agents in the service of international com=-
munism, or of any other totalitarianism,
from tampering with the true will of the peo-
ples of the Western Hemisphere. Likewise
the Italian Government is seeking member-
ship in the new western European defensive
alliance against Russian aggression and
penetration,

While these international agreements are
essential, they are not sufficient. At best
they can reduce Moscow interference. But
they cannot cure the unhealthy national
conditions in which communism breeds and
thrives. That can be done only by drastic
soclal and economic reforms not yet attempt-
ed by either Italy or most Latin-American
countries.

In Colombia and many of her sister repub-
lics, the chasm between the small rich rul-
ing class and the impoverished semi-illiterate
people is dangerously deep and wide, No
amount of suppression can permanently pre-
vent revolution against such conditions, or
prevent the better organized Red under-
ground from capturing those popular revolts
when they occur. Decent living and working
conditions, equal economic and educational
opportunities, must be Included in any de-
mocracy strong enough to withstand totall-
tarianism from left or right.

In Italy the left wing, despite its defeat,
polled nearly half a million more votes than
2 years ago. Almost one-third of all Italians
went along with the Commies. They did this
in the face of warnings by their church and
by their American relatives, in disregard of
the announcement that United States relief
and Marshall plan ald would be cut off by
Red victory, despite Stalin’s refusal to return
Trieste, and despite the horrible example of
Soviet enslavement of Czechoslovakia and
eastern Europe.

Most of those 8,000,000 Italian voters are
not Stalinists at heart and not traitors. They
are simply the hopeless and misguided poor—
the landless peasants, the unemployed work-
ers, the middle-class victims of inflation and
black market,

We do not belleve that country is now or
will be safe from revolution until the inhu-
man poverty of Italy's millions is alleviated—
until Marshall plan recovery is allowed to
seep down to those who need 1t most.

For that reason we are tremendously im-
pressed by the postelection statements of
the Pope and the Premier. Premier de Gas-
peri now will have a sufficlent parliamentary
majority to put through any legislation he
desires. He pledges agrarlan reform, falrer
distribution of wealth, and “ever-quickening
steps toward conditions corresponding ever
more closely to social justice.”

Pope Pius XII says the election victory
“ghould hasten material social reconstruction
of the country so necessary if justice is to be
done to all, especially to the workingman and
the unemployed.”

Mr. Speaker, I am afraid that our
pitiable attempt to bolster the govern-
ment in China is a futile one simply be-
cause of the fact that there are so many
underprivileged, underfed, despairing,
destitute, more or less, in that country,
whose plight does not appeal to the gov=-
ernment in charge, and that we will find
our efforts quite in vain unless we strive
by moral persuasion and, if you please,
by warning, that we will not support a
government that does not offer liberty
and freedom and democracy to its citi-
zens. I am afraid, too, that in Greece
we will never have the elimination of
that element and that program which’
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has obtained in Greece and which we
ascribe largely to communism, and prob-
ably unjustifiably so, until by moral sua-
sion or warning we tell the totalitarian
Government of Greece that she must
put her house in order and recognize
!everyone within that boundary as a citi-
zen of that country entitled to all of the
benefits that mankind can enjoy and
which his diligence and his thoughts and
his desires may lead him to.

A great headline in the afternoon pa-
per says, “Greeks execute 152 in 1 day in
wake of Minister’s slaying.”

For what? The charges that they say
were made in 1944, but they were slain
because to them was attributed the death
of the Minister of Greece. I cannot
make an accusation about that, but I do
think that with all that we are trying
to do to reestablish democratic thought
and living within the countries of this
world we ought to have something to say
to the tyrannical, totalitarian, undemo-
cratic governments of the countries we
are pouring our money into and with it
our hopes for readjustment and the
establishment of a better government.
If we do not, and if we are not mindful
of that and waste all that we have, in-
cluding universal military training with
all of its dislocations of our own citizens,
especially the youth of the land, carry-
ing along with it conscription and things
of that kind, depending upon these to
lift the world back to a status of demo-
cratic living, we may find ourselves as
having lost all this if we do not try to
accomplish these things at least with a
purpose and with a determination as far
as within us lies to teach and to urge
the peoples of every country and the
governments themselves particularly
that their totalitarian regimes, their
tyrannical conduct, make it impossible
for us or anybody else to deliver them
from the woes and the damnation of
communism sooner or later.

Mr, OWENS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. FOLGER.
man from Illinois.

Mr. OWENS. Does the gentleman not
believe it would be a good idea for us to
be an example to the other nations of the
world by showing our real freedom here
in the things we do?

Mr. FOLGER. Mr. Speaker, I am so
proud of my country that I will make
hardly any mention of that situation
now. Of course, we do often need
amendments to our way of life. But I
live in the very great faith that wherever
mistakes are made, sooner or later this
great democratic principle which perme-
ates our population and our Government
and our law-making power will correct
those evils and bring to the United
States as good a Government as is pos-
sible to be had.

Mr. OWENS. The gentleman does
say, then, we should be an example?

Mr. FOLGER. I think we occupy that
position, where we should be an example,
and that we should carry our influence
by all the persuasion possible and by the
example that we set to other nations that
this democracy of free people is the only
government that mankind ought to be
required to live under.

I yield to the gentle-
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Mr. OWENS. Putting youngsters into
the Army without their consent in peace-
time would hardly be the act of a free
nation, would it?

Mr. FOLGER. I saw something to-
day, Mr. Speaker, that I did not like at
all. It is a repetition of something I
have seen before, that men who do not
think, honestly and truly, that with the
exercise of this great power the Govern-
ment has to reach down and get 18- and
19-year-old boys and put them into the
service, and accompany that with a con-
scription law, are acting for a personal
political benefit; and with great respect
to him, I refer to some remarks that are
attributed to Mr. Justice Roberts, a
former Supreme Court Justice, in which
he makes the charge that our Speaker
and a Member of the Senate are moved
in these things by the desire to get votes.
I do not believe a word of it. For my
own self, I repudiate such a suggestion.
I am opposed to it and I am going to re-
main opposed to it until I see the neces-
sity for it, whether I ever get another
vote so long as I live; and I believe those
men who are honestly opposed to it are
opposing it on the same basis and for the
same reason.

I can see no common sense in trusting
to toy guns in an atomic age, where tech-
nical methods of defense have supplanted
the outmoded means of pitiable inability.

The rule of reason ought to have some
place in our thinking, We have the
greatest Navy in the world. We may
supplement it as research and progress
may allow. One of our highest military
men has said that so far as the Army

is concerned we should maintain an army -

of reasonable proportions, but devote our
energies, too, to the discovery and im-
provement of methods,

In considering what is adequate and
competent, I remember that adequacy
does not depend so much on the number
of soldiers we have, but on the character
of war mechanism we shall use. Have
we not learned anything from Hiroshima
or Nagasaki or Bikini?

And, again, do we hope to kill com-
munism by supporting Fascist totalitar-
ian governments, or by rebuilding the
military power of Germany? I fear such
a course will not reduce communism, but
may well tend to its growth.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS _

Mr. MULTER asked and was given
permission to extend his remarks in the
REecorp in two instances and include ex-
traneous matter.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Devitrr). Under previous order of the
House, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr.
Mason] is recognized for 5 minutes.

COOPERATIVE ASSOCIATIONS

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, last week
in the District court an indictment
charging the Maryland-Virginia Milk
Producers’ Cooperative and seven Wash-
ington milk-distributing companies with
restraint of trade and conspiracy in price
fixing was summarily dismissed on the
grounds that under the Capper-Volstead
Act of 1922 a cooperative may not be
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prosecuted for violation of the antitrust
laws.

The court accepted the argument of
the attorney for the secretary-treasurer
of the cooperative, who said:

Elimination of competition is a perfec
legal right of a cooperative (and) * * *
the very end and purpose of a cooperative.

That is a shocking statement, but
what this lawyer went on to say presents
an even more dangerous doctrine. He
said:

When we act to ellminate competition,
we're within our rights, so long as we do so
in our own self-interest. Bet your life we try
to deprive noncustomer retailers of their milk
supply. We'll persuade them to come into
our organization as customers if we can.
And when we do so, we're fully within our
rights in the economic struggle. We're fully
authorized by Congress and protected by law,
and unless the net result is undue price en-
hancement, we haven't violated the law.

Mr. Speaker, it is high time that law
was changed. I have previously pointed
out that cooperative associations have
three highly important privileges which
are denied to other businesses: First,
they may be wholly or largely exempt
from payment of Federal income tax;
second, farmer cooperatives are legally
absolved from the requirements of the
Securities and Exchange Act of 1933;
third, farmer cooperatives are per-
mitted—even encouraged—to create mo-
nopolies in restraint of trade under the
gheral provisions of the Capper-Volstead

ct.

This third privilege—freedom from
prosecution under the antitrust laws—is
being used today in direct violation of
the public interest.

Through this legalized monopoly, the
price of milk in the District of Columbia
has been boosted to the highest figure in
the Nation. Even in seasons of plenty,
when milk prices are reduced in most
cities over the country, Washington
babies are deprived of the milk they need
because it is in the self-interest of this
monopolistic cooperative to kill competi-
tion and to prevent nonmember dealers
from securing the supplies they might
otherwise obtain and might sell at more
reasonable prices.

I cannot believe that it was the pur-
pose or intent of the authors of the
Capper-Volstead Act to bring about such
an unhappy result. In fact, it is clearly
stated in the act that a cooperative may
be prosecuted if it abuses the privilege of
creating a monopoly or if it restrains
trade by unduly enhancing prices.

The loophole in the law is its further
provision that determination of what may
constitute undue enhancement of prices
is left solely within the power of the
Secretary of Agriculture—though since
the passage of the Capper-Volstead Act
other powers and duties that have been
imposed upon the Secretary of Agricul-
ture have made it virtually impossible
for him to bring monopoly action against
any cooperative.

Mr, Speaker, the position of the Secre-
tary of Agriculture is today contradictory
and anomalous. Under the Agricultural
Marketing Act, the Secretary is required
to create artificially high prices for farm
products, to the end that farmers may
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be assured an adequate profit for their
labors. Under the Capper-Volstead Act,
it becomes his duty to prosecute these
same unduly high prices in the interest
of consumers.

The Secretary of Agriculture cannot
serve two masters. If he is to protect
high farm prices, he can hardly be ex-
pected to protect consumers against those
high prices and the monopolies that es-
tablish them.

I have therefore introduced an amend-
ment to the Capper-Volstead Act, H. R.
6423, to relieve the Secretary of Agri-
culture from the embarrassing position
in which he now finds himself, and to
place the responsibility of prosecuting
cooperative monopoly and cooperative re-
straint of trade upon the shoulders of the
Attorney General, through the Depart-
ment of Justice.

If the Capper-Volstead Act is thus
amended, there will be transferred to
the Attorney General the duty of in-
quiring into those cases where coopera-
tives have unduly enhanced prices and
to bring the necessary restraining ac-
tion in the public interest. Through
this transfer, checks and balances will
be created which will permit a neutral
umpire to determine whether a coopera-
tive is taking undue advantage of its
monopoly to raise prices to the detri-
ment of the consuming public.

The legitimate aspirations of agricul-
ture cannot be hampered by the enact-
ment of this amendment. Cooperatives
will still have the special privilege of
creating monopoly, which is denied to
other businesses, but a neutral umpire
will be given the right to determine
whether this special privilege is being
abused.

Mr. Speaker, a conspiracy to which
both cooperatives and other businesses
are parties can now be prosecuted by
the Department of Justice. This was
done in 1941, when the California Fruit
Growers Exchange and numerous sell-
ing agencies acting for the Sunkist co-
op were indicted under Department of
Justice action for violation of the Sher-
man Antitrust Act. The cooperative en-
tered a plea of nolo contendere and paid
a fine of $80,000. In the following year
the Department of Justice, under As-
sistant Attorney General Thurman Ar-
nold, again brought action against the
California Fruit Growers Exchange and
other fruit shippers and auction compa-
nies, charging them with restricting
markets, fixing prices, conspiring to
eliminate competitors, and so forth.
This was a civil action. The Sunkist
co-op and other defendants denied their
guilt, but agreed with the Government
to the entry of a consent decree enjoin-
ing them from further restraint of trade.
It is my understanding that that consent
decree is still in effect.

Bimilar action might have been taken
in the recent District of Columbia milk
case, for other defendants besides the
Maryland-Virginia co-op were named.
The Court appears to have been in error
in deciding that the Capper-Volstead
Act fully applied.

The amendment I propose, giving full
authority to the Department of Justice,
will correct this situation and uphold
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the hands of the Attorney General in the
appeal which is to be taken and the
prosecution of this milk monopoly which
should then follow.

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
Devirr). Under previous order of the
House, the gentlewoman from New Mex-~
ico [Mrs. Lusg] is recognized for 30
minutes.

THE FORGOTTEN FAMILIES OF AMERICA

Mrs, LUSKE. Mr. Speaker, there is a
growing belief among the friends of the
Gold Star wives of World War I that
legislation in behalf of the forgotten
families of America by Congress is long
overdue,

Mr. Speaker, it is my desire today to
speak frankly in terms of obligation and
duty which this Government undertook
by virtue of its calling the young men of
the United States to enter the armed
services to keep this country free and
safe. My discussion, while keeping
sentiment and good conscience in mind,
is based upon what the Government, by
implication if not directly, bound itself
to do in return for services of husbands
and fathers when it called them into the
armed services.

This country has always been generous
in providing for its war veterans and
rightfully so. The men who risk their
lives to defend their country deserve
special recognition. The benefits of
compensation for disabled men and the
provisions of the GI bill, giving them
education privileges and loan grants to
aid them in business, are small, but just
rewards for sacrifices they have made.
For the young men and women who re-
turned, at the end of the war, Public
Law 346 and Public Law 16 were designed
to assist with the readjustment to
civilian life to make up for the years
spent in Government service insofar
as it was possible that this could be done.

Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUSK. I yield.

Mr. TEAGUE. Mr, Speaker, I wish
to compliment the distinguished gentle-
woman from New Mexico on her interest
in and work on this legislation. A Gold
Star Mother herself, there is no better
qualified person in the House to speak on
this legislation.

Mrs. LUSK. I thank the gentleman,

For those who were interested, an op-
portunity was provided to complete their
education interrupted by war; for those
who wished to learn new skills, an on-
the-job training program was provided.
Those who had difficulty in securing em-
ployment again at the termination of
military service, were assured of some
income through a system of unemploy-
ment benefits for a period of 52 weeks.

There was little dissention for the wis=
dom of the program or its essential ap-
propriateness. A grateful people were
prepared to reward and repay in the most
practical form for the magnificent effort
these young men and women had made.
It has worked well and will some day be
called, I am sure, the wisest investment
in its future, our Government ever made.

There are many other phases of these
aid programs which I do not detail now
because they are known to you. They
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form parts of the whole pattern of re-
adjustment of vets which Congress at-
tempted to establish. To my mind that
pattern in general terms was to discharge
partially the obligations which the Gov-
ernment owes to those men and women
who had saved our American way of life.
1 say the object was to discharge partially
the obligation, because the sacrifices
made can never be fully recompensed.

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUSK. I yield.

Mr. CARROLL. I wish to join the
gentleman from Texas in compliment-
ing the gentlewoman on the fine work
she has done. She is an able legislator
and has accomplished a great deal for
the Gold Star Mothers of America. She
herself is a Gold Star Mother. I should
like to ask her in her capacity as a legis-
lator if she is familiar with what hap-
pened to the bill yesterday sponsored by
the Gold Star Mothers, the purpose of
which was to set up three national ceme-
teries within the Nation, one in particu-
lar to serve the gentlewoman’s area of
New Mexico. I think the REcorp ought
to show clearly who opposed that bill on
the Consent Calendar, not so much the
names of the individuals who objected
to it, as the forces working in back of
the scene, and with her permission I
should like to take a minute.

Mrs. LUSK. 1 should be glad to hear
the gentleman's discussion of the matter.

Mr. CARROLL. The purpose of the
bill was to set up national cemeteries in
order that the bodies of the veterans who
died overseas, might be interred in a
national cemetery if the next of kin of
the deceased veteran so desired.

I think the Recorp should show that
the Army can spend only $75 for such
burial. There are many people in this
Nation who lost their children who can-
not afford to spend more than $75. On
the other hand the private cemeteries
will not provide space for interment for
$75 and the cost of burial exceeds many
times the amount the Army can spend
for a burial.

Here are the facts of the opposition to
that legislation. The witnesses who ap-
peared before the Public Lands Commit-
tee protesting sald that this was evi-
dence of the encroachment of the Federal
Government into the field of private en-
terprise, that it was an example of how
far the Federal Government would go in
being unfair to the private enterprise
system. The bill was objected to by the
private cemeteries. The other day I was
informed that the tombstone makers ob-
jected to the passage of this bill.

I think it is only fair to the Gold Star
Mothers that these facts be brought to
their attention. I think they should
exert their influence on the Rules Com-
mittee so that the bill can be brought
to the floor and have the membership
put themselves on record. It has a very
sordid tale in back of it, and I mention
this for the Recorp in order that the peo-
ple may know the forces moving behind
the scenes to kill this legislation. Not
only should the Gold Star Mothers them-
selves know what is going on, but the vet-
er?;ns also should know about the sit-
uation.
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I thank the gentlewoman from New
Mexico.

Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUSK. I yield.

Mr, SHAFER. I think one goes a long
way when one accuses Members of Con-
gress of being on the side of the tomb-
stone makers.

Mrs. LUSK. Perhaps it should not be
said that Members of Congress side with
the tombstone makers, but the fact they
do not take action on the other side is
still a mark against them.

Mr. CARROLL. If the gentlewoman
will yield further. I think the record
speaks for itself and the record of the
hearings before the Committee on Pub-
Jic Lands is there for anyone of the pub-
lic who wants to read it. I think that an
investigation, and debate on the floor of
this House, will reveal the forces that are
at work. It is to be said that this bill
did not originate with me. It originated
with Senator SavtTonsTaLL, of Massa-
chusetts. Cemeteries were to be estab-
lished in Massachusetts, at Fort Lewis,
Wash., and in Fort Logan, Colo.

The Fort Logan Cemetery was to serve
the Rocky Mountain area. I am not
impugning the motives of the Members
themselves because I do not think they
understand fully except one with whom
I talked and he said that the granite in-
g;tlftry of his State was objecting to the

That is why I make the statement be-
fore this body, I am sorry to take the
gentlewoman’s time, but as a legislator
interested in veterans, I am hoping that
the gentlewoman of New Mexico, a Gold
Star Mother, will advise this group to ap-
pear before the Rules Committee so that
we may have a full hearing on this im-
portant legislation.

Mrs. LUSK. I am glad to have the
information and I think it should be re-
emphasized for every interested person
to read.

One part of the pattern is incomplete
and that incomplete part is made more
noticeable by the thought and attention
which have been given to perfecting the
other parts. Do not misunderstand me.
I believe our effort should not slacken
as to the part of the program already
started, but the picture of what has not
been done is made clearer by comparison
with that which has been done, and it is
obvious now that we should give im-
mediate attention to correction of what
makes the pattern so out of balance,

The provisions made for the wives and

children of those men who made the
greater sacrifices and gave their lives,
have not been so generous. It does not
become the Government charged with
legislation for the public welfare, to ig-
nore this situation. It smacks of the
kind of negligence which fosters lack of
confidence in the Government. These
young women whose husbands lives were
lost should not be denied the rewards that
would be due the veteran had he lived to
claim them.

Speaking generally, it seems to me that
the Government should make available
to the dependents of the members of the
armed forces, the same benefits which

were made available to members of the
armed forces who did return,

The law as presently written denies to
the children and wives of deceased vet-
erans the opportunities so generously
extended by the Government to return-
ing veterans, their wives, and children.
Discriminated against are the depend-
ents of those men whose sacrifices for
their country were the greatest. No
provision was made for extending to
these dependents the helpful benefits of
the GI bill of rights, although it seems
to me that their claim is equally as great
and it represents to my mind a breach
of faith on the part of the Government.

As indicated, every member of the
armed forces has the right to expect that
his family would be the recipient in equal
amounts with every other member’s fam-
ily, the benefits which naturally accrue
to families under the GI bill of rights.
Having that right to expect such bene-
fits for his family, it.is wrong now not to
make substitute provisions for families
of deceased veterans.

The problem is complicated but not
insurmountable. The existing provisions
of law give the average widow with one
child a pension of $78 per month. It is
unnecessary for me to say that these
few dollars cannot compensate them for
their loss. No amount of money could
fully do that, but these courageous
women want and deserve the opportu-
nity to help themselves. In a large num-
ber of the cases, the widow who has
found herself suddenly in the position
of having to provide for herself and chil-
dren, to determine her own future, is in
need of help. She faces just as difficult
a problem of readjustment as ever faced
the returned serviceman.

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs, LUSK. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Mississippi.

Mr. WILLIAMS. May I add my voice
to those who have already commended
the gentlewoman from New Mexico on
the splendid statement she is giving to
the House, as well as for the wonderful
work she has done on behalf of the vet-
erans as a member of the Committee on
Veterans' Affairs. Asa veteran of World
War II, and I probably should say a dis-
abled veteran, I agree with the gentle-
woman wholeheartedly in the statements
she has expressed on the floor today and
may I say that, in my opinion, no one is
more deserving of the gratitude of the
American people than those who have
had their loved ones make the supreme
sacrifice so that we in the United States
might continue to be a land of the free
and the home of the brave.

Mrs. LUSK. I thank the gentleman.

I believe it is to ignore realities to con-
tend that the present level of compensa-
tion paid to dependents of deceased
members of the armed forces is ade-
quate. It is also to ignore realities to be-
lieve that there is equality in the law for
the men who served in the armed forces
during World War II,

Legislation should be enacted that
would give the wives of servicemen an
opportunity to make a place for them-
selves in the economic life of the commu-
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nity under Public Law 346. They should
be granted educational henefits that
would prepare and equip them to pro-
vide for their children and for their own
future. They should be granted the loan
benefits for the purchase of homes for
themselves and their children, or that
they may enter into gainful business to
provide a livelihocod. The enterprise and
courage of our modern women has prov-
en equal to the obstacles of competitive
business. }

The children of men who did not re-
turn home again should be permitted to
receive the educational legacy their fath-
ers did not return to collect.

During the first session of the Eight-
ieth Congress I introduced a bill to pro-
vide for extension of loan benefits of
Public Law 346 to the widows and chil-
dren of the men who died in service. My
colleagues on the House Veterans Affairs
Committee, the gentleman from Ohio,
Judge RaMEY; the gentleman from Texas
[Mr. TEacUE]; and the gentleman from
Tennessee [Mr. Puiriips] have intro-
duced measures to extend other benefits
of the law to dependents of veterans.

We realize that the children of the
men who gave their lives in service have
been handicapped seriously by the loss
of their fathers. It is our obligation to
see that these wives and children are
given a chance in this land of equal
opportunity, to make a place for them-
selves in the world. These forgotten
families of America must be given the
full measure of reward that their hus-
bands and fathers would have been
entitled to receive had they returned.

It is not my purpose to be critical of
the work that Congress has done. There
has been a tremendous amount of legis-~
lation to consider. But I would like to
stress that this young group of Gold
Star wives could be helped very ma-
terially if the veterans’ service organ-
izations—the VFW, American Legion,
and AMVETS, who clearly understand
their need would lend a hand in secur-
ing early consideration of much-needed
legislation.

Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUSK. 1T yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. TEAGUE. I have been very much
disappointed that there has not been a
single veteran’s organization that has
made any effort in bebalf of legislation
for the widows and orphans. I remem-
ber reading last year where the national
convention did pass a resolution sup-
porting this legislation, but I have seen
no action by the different groups here in
Washington.

Mrs. LUSK. I would like to say again
that I think it is really the responsibility
of the service groups to assist these young
women, the Gold Star wives, to initate
this work. Many of these women are in-
experienced. Lately they have become
more aggressive and they are making
some headway, but they could be helped
a great deal if the VFW, the American
Legion and the Amvets would get be-
hind their plans and help them to se-
cure the proper legislation before Con-
gress.
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Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUSK. 1 yield to the gentleman
from AriZona.

Mr, MURDOCE. I want to add my
voice to that of my colleagues here,
young men who are veterans of the re-
cent war. I know what the gentle-
woman from New Mexico has been doing
in her efforts, and I want to commend
her. I feel we are too prone to give lip
service to those who made the supreme
sacrifice. I want to help the gentle-
woman in her efforts to give more than
mere lip service to those who defended
and made this land a safe place for us.

Mrs. LUSK. I thank the gentleman.
I would like to say that it would be be-
coming of more Members of Congress
to make the same statement and to lend
the same efforts. After, all this Nation
owes a debt of honor to the heroes who
gave their lives, and a more fitting me-
morial to the memory of the men who
gave their lives could not be offered than
to provide educational benefits for their
children under the GI bill of rights.

Mr. EVINS. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs. LUSK. I yield to the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr, EVINS. I would just like to say
that I commend the gentlewoman as one
of the most outstanding Members of the
House, and a very valued Member of the
Committee on Veterans’ Affairs of the
House of Representatives. It has been
my privilege to sit on the committee with
the gentlewoman and to cooperate and
work with her. I know of no member
who has devoted more sincere and earn-
est and capable service for the benefit of
World War veterans than has the gen-
tlewoman from New Mexico [Mrs. Luskl,
She is a very valued Member of the Con-
gress and a very popular one,

Mrs, LUSK. I thank the gentleman
from Tennessee.

Mr. TEAGUE. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentlewoman yield?

Mrs, LUSK. 1 yield to the gentleman
from Texas.

Mr. TEAGUE. There is one thing
that men who were in danger of being
killed wanted to know, that is, that their
mothers and fathers and wives and chil-
dren would be taken care of. I, for one,
certainly do not believe this country has
done what it should have in behalf of the
mothers and fathers and the widows and
orphans of the boys who were killed.

Mrs. LUSK. In closing, Mr. Speaker,
I should like to stress the fact that I have
thought for a long time about fitting
memorials that would be of service,and I
believe an educational program for the
children left behind would be most ap-
preciated by future generations as well
as by the boys who made the sacrifice.

EXTENSION OF REMARES

Mr. MILLER of Connecticut (at the
request of Mr. ARENDS) was given per-
mission to extend his remarks in the Rec-
oRrD and include an article from the Hart-
ford (Conn.) Times entitled “Authoriza-
tion for the Extermination of Mice from
a Post Office.”

Mr. AUCHINCLOSS (at the request of
Mr. ARENDS) was given permission to ex-
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tend his remarks in the REcorp and in-
clude an editorial.

SENATE ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT
¥ RESOLUTION

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to enrolled bills and a joint resolu-
tion of the Senate of the following titles:

S.1004. An act to amend the Atomic Energy
Act of 1948 so as to grant specific authority
to the Benate members of the Joint Coms-
mittee on Atomic Energy to require investi-
gations by the Federal Bureau of Investi-

gation of the character, associations, and

loyalty of persons nominated for appoint-
ment, by and with the advice and consent
of the Senate, to offices established by such
act;

B.1132. An act to amend section 40 of the
Shipping Act, 1916 (89 Stat. 728), as
amended;

8.1208. An act to validate payments here-
tofore made by disbursing officers of the
United States Government covering cost of
shipment of household effects of civilian
employees and for other purposes;

S.1545. An act to authorize a bridge, roads
and approaches, support and bents, or other
structures, across, over, or upon lands of fhe
United States within the limits of the Co-
lonial National Historical Park at or near
Yorktown, Va.;

8.1611. An act to extend the time for com-
pleting the construction of a bridge across
the Mississippi River at or near Sauk Rapids,
Minn.;

B.1985. An act to amend the act entitled
“Boulder Canyon Project Adjustment Act,”
approved July 19, 1940; and

B.J. Res. 198. Joint resolution to authorize
the Postmaster General to withhold the
awarding of star-route contracts for a period
of 60 days,

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT

Mr., LECOMPTE, from the Committee
on House Administration, reported that
that committee did on this day present
to the President, for his approval, bills
of the House of the following titles:

H.R.1036. An act to provide for the Ili-
censing of marine radiotelegraph operators
as ship radio officers, and for other purposes;

H, R, 4480, An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Navy to provide salvage facilities,
and for other purposes; and

H.R.5448. An act to amend sections 212
(b) and 231 (d) of the Internal Revenue
Code.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr, ARENDS. Mr, Speaker, I move
that the House do now a.djoun}.

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 3 o’clock and 25 minutes p. m.)
the House adjourned until tomorrow,
Wednesday, May 5, 1948, at 12 o’clock
noon. X

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive
communications were taken from the
Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1519. A letter from the Acting Becretary,
Department of Agriculture, transmitting a
printed copy of the report on the agricultural
experiment stations for the fiscal year ended
June 80, 1947; to the Committee on Agri-
culture,

1520. A letter from the Administrator, War
Assets Administration, transmitting the first
guarterly report for the calendar year of
1948, covering the period from January 1
through March 31; to the Committee on Ex=
penditures in the Executive Departments,
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1521. A letter from the Archivist of the
United States, transmitting lists or schedules
covering records proposed for disposal by
various Government agencies; to the Com-
mittee on House Administration,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of
committees were delivered to the Clerk
for printing and reference to the proper
calendar, as follows:

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois: Committee on
Rules. House Resolution 574. Resolution
for consideration of H. R. 6342, a bill to
authorize the Secretary of the Army and the
Secretary of the Air Force to proceed with
construction at military installations, and for
other purposes; without amendment (Rept.
No. 1849). Referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. ALLEN of Illinois: Committee on Rules.
House Resolution 576. Resolution for con-
sideration of House Joint Resolution 342,
Joint resolution directing all executive de-
partments and agencies of the Federal Gov-
ernment to make avallable to any and all
standing, special, or select committees of the
House of Representatives and the Senate, in-
formation which may be deemed necessary
to enable them to properly perform the duties
delegated to them by the Congress; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1850). Referred to
the House Calendar. S

Mr. HORAN: Committee on Appropriations.
H. R. 6430. A bill making appropriations
for the government of the District of Co-
lumbia and other activities chargeable in
whole or in part against the revenues of
such District for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1949, and for other purposes; without
amendment (Rept. No. 1851). Referred to
the Committee of the Whole House on the
State of the Union.

Mr., HOPE: Committee on Agriculture.
8. 22566. An act relating to the meat-in-
spection service of the Department of Ag-
riculture; without amendment (Rept. No.
1852). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. SHAFER: Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. H. R. 5871. A bill to provide for the
administration of the Central Intelligence
Agency, established pursuant to section 102,
National Security Act of 1947, and for other
purposes; with amendments (Rept. No.
1863). Referred to the Committee of the
Whole House on the State of the Union.

Mr. FELLOWS: Committee on the Judi-
clary. H. R. 6396. A blll to authorize for
a limited period of time the admission of
displaced persons into the United States
for permanent residence, and for other pur-
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 1854).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred as follows:

By Mr. HORAN:

H.R.6430. A bill making appropriations
for the government of the District of Co-
lumbia and other activities chargeable in
whole or In part against the revenues of
such District for the fiscal year ending June
30, 1949, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Appropriations,

By Mr. BRADLEY:

H.R.6431. A bill to incorporate the Re-
tired Officers Assoclation; to the Committee
on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BREHM:

H.R. 6432, A bill to provide for a national
cemetery in the State of OHlo; to the Com-
mittee on Public Lands.
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By Mr, COUDERT:
H.R.6433. A bill to amend the Tariff Act
of 1930 to add to the free list certain books
and music to be used for reference purposes,
and for certain other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.
By Mr. LYLE:

H.R.6434. A bill to provide for the ap-
pointment of an additional Federal district
judge for the southern district of Texas; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. HINSHAW:

H.R.6435. A bill to provide for an inde-
pendent Office of Air Safety, and for other
purposes; to the Committee on Interstate
and Foreign Commerce.

H.R.6436. A bill to improve the admin-
istration of the Civil Aeronautics Act of
1638, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

H.R.6437. A bill to provide for coordina-
tion of aviation policy, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Interstate and
Foreign Commerce.

By Mr. ANDREWS of New York:

H.R.6438. A bill to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Army, the Secretary of the Navy,
and the Secretary of the Alr Force to return
certain lands situated in Puerto Rico, in
accordance with the terms of the convey-
ances to the United States Government and
final judgments in certain condemnation
proceedings; to the Committee on Armed
Services,

By Mr. CROW:

H.R.6439. A bill to authorize and direct
the Administrator of Veterans' Affairs to
conduct an investigation and study of the
feasibility and desirability of adopting the
plan, known as the West Virginia plan, for
the construction and financing of low-cost

housing facilities for veterans; to the Gom- :

mittee on Veterans' Affalrs,
By Mr. MCMAHON:
H. R, 6440. A bill increasing the immigra-
tlon quotas for Italy; to the Committee on

-the Judiciary.

By Mrs. ST. GEORGE:

H.R. 6441, A bill to create the Board of
Postal Rates and Fees in the Post Office De-
partment; to the Committee on Post Office
and Civil Service.

By Mr. TEAGUE:

H.R. 6442, A bill to establish a procedure
for the appointment of postmasters at post
offices of the first, second, and third classes;
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil
Service.

By Mr. WOLVERTON:

H.R.6443, A bill to amend the Sescurities
Act of 1933, the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, and the National Bank Act; to the
Committee on Interstate and Forelgn Com-=-
merce.

By Mr. ALLEN of Illinois:

H.R.6444. A hill to enact the National
Voluntary Enlistment Act of 1948; to the
Committee on Armed Services.

By Mr. HARRIS:

H.J. Res. 393, Jolnt resolution proposing
an amendment to the Constitution of the
United States; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts:

H. Res. 576. Resolution providing for the
consideration of H, R. 4488; to the Commit~-
tee on Rules.

By Mr. SABATH:

H. Res. 577. Resolution amending the Rules
of the House of Representatives with respect
to motions to strike from the REcorp the
remarks of Members; to the Committee on
Rules.

By Mr. BLATNIK:

H. Res. 578. Resolution authorizing the
Select Committee To Conduct a Study and
Investigation of the Problems of Small Busi-
ness to conduct a study and investigation of
certain monopolistic practices; to the Com-~
mittee on Rules,
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private
bills and resolutions were introduced and
severally referred, as follows:

By Mr. BYRNE of New York:

H.R.6445. A bill for the relief of Allen
Pope, his heirs or personal representatives;
to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. BLATNIK:

H.R. 6446. A bill to grant a certain parcel
of land in St. Louis County, Minn,, to the
University of Minnesota; to the Committee
on Public Lands.

By Mr. MORRISON:

H.R.6447. A bill for the relief of Max
Schlomowitz (also known as Alec Frederick
Reeves); to the Committee on the Judiciary.

PETITIONS, ETC.

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions
and papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk
and referred, as follows:

1864. By Mr. GOFF': Petition of Mrs. Lorna
M. Schuette and 148 other voters of Latah
County, First Congressional District of the
State of Idaho, in favor of a world federal
government with limited powers adequate
to maintain peace, and urging adoption by
the Congress of the United States of Senate
Concurrent Resolution 24 and House Con-
current Resolutions 58-68 calling for Charter
revision to enable the United Nations to
enact, interpret, and enforce world law to
prevent war; to the Committee on Foreign
Affairs.

1865. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the
chairman, Citizens Protective League, Ingc.;
petitioning consideration of their resolution
with reference to enactment of legislation
for an American War Criminals Code for
punishment of American military and civil-
ian officials who durlng the war and since
then have in this country violated their
oaths of office by misuse of positions of au-
thority or neglect of duty for purposes of
monetary or other personal gain; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

1866. Also, petition of J. C. Michael and
others, petitioning consideration of their
resolution with reference to endorsement of
the Townsend plan, H. R, 16; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

1867. Also, petition of the city clerk, city
of Mount Vernon, N. Y., petitioning con-
sideration of their resolution with reference
to endorsement of the Taft-Ellender-Wagner
National Housing Commission bill; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

. SENATE
‘WEDNESDAY, MAY 5, 1948
(Legislative day of Tuesday, May 4, 1948)

The Senate met at 12 o’clock ncon, on
the expiration of the recess.

The Chaplain, Rev. Peter Marshall,
D. D, offered the following prayer:

O God our Father, come nearer to us
than we have ever known and stay with
us through the deliberations of this day,
lest we give way to selfishness.

We pray for our country, thrust by
world events into high responsibility.

May she be willing to grow up, and,
with adult maturity, looking unto Thee
for guidance and wisdom and courage,
assume her role of leader among the
nations,
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So may her statesmen act and her
people think that Thou canst bless her
and use her,

In Jesus’ name we pray. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. WHERRY, and by
unanimous consent, the reading of the
Journal of the proceedings of Tuesday,
May 4, 1948, was dispensed with, and the
Journal was approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT—
APPROVAL OF BILLS

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries, and he announced
that on May 4, 1948, the President had
approved and signed the following act
and joint resolution:

S.1393, An act to provide additional sub-
sistence allowances and to raise the ceillngs
on wages and allowances pertaining to cer-
tain veterans; and

8. J. Res. 189, Joint resolution to provide
for the issuance of a special postage stamp in
honor of the Five Clvilized Tribes of Indlans
in Oklahoma.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Maurer, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
House had passed without amendment
the following bills of the Senate:

8.182. An act for the relief of Sgt. John
H. Mott;

8.576. An act for the relief of Dan OC.
Rodgers;

5.9881. An act for the relief of Carl W.
Sundstrom;

S5.1164. An act for the relief of Doris D.
Chrisman;

5.1630. An act for the relief of Louis L.
‘Williams, Jr.;

S.1806. An act for the relief of Mn
Merton H. Peterson, United States Naval Re~
serve; and

S.1875. An act for the relief of the estate
of Francis D. Shoemaker,

The message also announced that the
House had passed the bill (S. 1142) for
the relief of Anna Pechnik, with an
amendment in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate.

The message further announced that
the House had passed the bill (8. 2277)
to amend section 13 of the Surplus Prop-
erty Act of 1944, as amended, to provide
for the disposition of surplus real prop-
erty to States, political subdivisions, and
municipalities for use as public parks,
recreational areas, and historic-monu-
ment sites, and for other purposes, with
amendments in which it requested the
concurrence of the Senate.

The message also announced that the
House had severally agreed to the
amendment of the Senate to the follow-
ing bills of the House:

H.R.550. An act for the relief of Lilzzie
Reynolds, administratrix of the estate of
Grace Reynolds, deceased;

H.R.1498. An act for the relief of Hemp-
stead Warehouse Corp.;

H.R.3089. An act for the rellef of Missis-
Blppl Central Railroad Co.; and

H.R. 3550. An act for the relief of Jesse
L. Purdy.




		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-07-19T22:35:36-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




